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CURRENT TOPICS. 

Tue ANTICIPATION we expressed about three months 
since that the occupation of the eastern block of the New 
Law Courts would not take place before Easter has proved 
to be correct. It has now been directed that during 
Easter week the Registrars of the Chancery Division shall 
take possession of about forty rooms on the court floor 
of the building and on the floor above. It is understood 
that the Chancery Paymaster will defer his removal for 
a short further period ; but as this appears to be still a 
matter of uncertainty, we may venture to express a 
strong hope that no long time will be allowed to elapse 
before the offices of the Registrars and of the Paymaster 
are again placed in close contiguity. The greatest in- 
convenience will be occasioned even by their temporary 
Separation. The Taxing Masters are to occupy about 
twenty rooms in the upper floor of the same portion 
of’ the building, and the Record and Writ Clerks 
have had set apart for them the whole of the 
ground floor of the northern end of the same block, 
~ 4 considerable portion of the basement for storage. 

e chief clerks of the chancery judges are to be accom- 
pr irarng in rooms underneath the new courts, but these 
officials, together with many of the common law de- 








partments and the officers of the Probate and Divorce 
Court, will not enter upon their new abode until the 
completion of the entire building. 


Our reapers will remembef that some time ago we 
called attention to the notice posted up in the Record 
and Writ Office to the effect that, ‘‘in consequence of 
the approaching removal of this (the Record and Writ) 
office to the new building, it becomes impossible for the 
Clerks of Records and Writs to retain documents depo- 
posited in old suits since wound up or disposed of.” 
Now, as such removal is understood to be near at hand, it 
would be interesting to know whether the notice in 
qnestion has answered its intended purpose ; for, if not, 
it becomes important to inquire what is to be the 
fate of those “ documents in old suits,” nct claimed- by 
solicitors, and which, according to the notice, it will be 
“impossible” for the Clerks of Records and Writs to 
retain in their care and custody? We have already 
suggested that it would be unreasonable to suppose that 
documents retained in an old and inconvenient building 
cannot be retained in new and convenient premises, and 
we now venture to express a hope that, even if the 
notice in question has not fully answered the expecta- 
tions or wishes of the Clerks of Records and Writs, and if 
some of the ‘‘ documents in old suits” still remain in 
their custody, they will find that it is not, after all, 
quite “impossible” to retain them safely under their 
care. We are glad to learn that since our-remarks 
appeared they have been strenuously supported by prac- 
titioners, and that in not a few instances solicitors, 
while declining to accept the responsibility of the 
custody of the documents, have, nevertheless, urged 
the importance of carefully preserving them ; no doubt 
considering, and rightly considering, that it by no 
means follows that documents have become altogether 
valueless because they may have answered their purpose 
pending litigation. 





THE Lay PuBLIc must have observed with consider- 
able amusement the paragraphical controversy in the 
Times between the Dean and Chapter of Durham and 
the Archbishop of York with reference to the guardian- 
ship of the spiritualities of the diocese of Durham during 
the vacancy in the office of bishop. The public were 
first of all informed that the Dean and Chapter of 
Durham have ‘‘ respectfully informed the Archbishop 
of York that they shall disregard his formal inhibition 
against their administering the diocese during the 
vacancy, considering that the guardianship of the 
spiritualities sede vacante had been granted by a charter 
of William the Conqueror, and confirmed by numerous 
charters of succeeding monarchs and bulls of Popes prior 
to the Reformation. It was then again confirmed in the 
charter of Henry VIII., and has only onee been resisted, 
and that unsuccessfully, by Archbishop Sandys, in 1587.” 
To this it was retorted in another paragraph that 
‘*in inhibiting the Dean and Chapter of Durham from 
assuming the guardianship of the spiritualities of Dur- 
ham sede vacante, the Archbishop of York is only 
following the example set by many of his predecessors 
for centuries past. Nor is it correct to say that the 
claim has been admitted by the archbishops since the 
time of Archbishop Sandys. On the death of Bishop 
Cosin, in 1671, proceedings were taken by Archbishop 
Sterne against the officials of Allertonshire, a peculiar of 
Durham, when the officials, to avoid litigation, admitted 
the Archbishop’s jurisdiction, and accounted for all fees, 
&c., received during the vacancy. It is also remarked that 
the resignation of the late bishop took place about the 
5th of February, and that the Archbishop of York 
assumed the charge of the spiritualities at once, whereas 
the Dean and Chapter did not take any steps till about 
the 19th, so that on the hypothesis that the Dean and 
Chapter are the guardians of the spiritualities, tinue 
would be no jurisdiction at all for a “—" after 
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the vacancy, during which time many licences for 
marriages must have been issued.” This is a very 
pretty little controversy, and also a very old one. 
By the canon law the Dean and Chapter are the guardians 
of the spiritualities during the vacancy in the office of 
Bishop, and the Archbishop has this privilege only by 
prescription or composition (2 Inst., 15). And although, 
according to Godolphin (p. 39), the guardianship with 
usin England belongs ‘‘to the Archbishop of the pro- 
vince by prescription,” yet “divers Deans.and Chapters 
do challenge this by ancient charters from the kings of 
the realm.” The guardian of the spiritualities is em- 
powered to grant licences to marry, but cannot ordain 
or present to vacant benefices. The important point to 
observe is that the perquisites appertaining to the exer- 
cise of the guardian’s powers belong to the guardian. 





Mr. Cross has declared himself ready to adopt an 
alteration in licensing law to the effect that in granting 
new licences the justices of the peace shall take evidence 
on oath as to the requirements of the neighbourhood. 
It may be well to point out that, with the exception of 
the obligation to take evidence on oath, such an “ altera- 
tion” would merely affirm the existing statute law as 
interpreted in Reg. v. Lancashire Justices (L. R. 6 Q. B. 
97). In that case, upon an appeal from a refusal to 
grant a new beerhouse licence, the respondent’s counsel 
tendered evidence to show that there was no want or 
necessity in the neighbourhood of the appellant’s house 
for an additional beerhouse. The contention of the 
appellant was, that upon the construction of the Licens- 
ing Act, 1828, s. 1, which directs that it shall be lawful 
for justices “‘to grant licences to such persons as they 
the said justices, shall. . . in the exercise of their 
discretion, deem fit and proper,” the evidence was in- 
admissible in law; and the justices in quarter sessions 
took this view of the statute and rejected it. But Lush 
and Hannen, JJ., in a considered judgment, granted a 
mandamus to the justices to hear such evidence. 
Those learned judges pointed out that the 9th 
section of the Act of 1828 prescribes that when 
“ any question touching the granting . . . any licence, 
or the fitness of the person applying for such 
licence . . . Shall arise, it shall be determined 
by the majority of justices”; and that in this 
section the personal fitness of the applicant is but as one 
of several elements; the fitness of the house is assumed 
to be another, and, over and above these two, other con- 
siderations, not specified or defined, are supposed to 
exist and to influence the decision. The court held 
accordingly that the words of the statute, ‘‘ authorize, 
and, therefore, by implication, require,” the justices to 
govern their discretion in granting or withholding the 
licence by considerations including “ the nature of the 
locality, the population, the number of houses already 
licensed, and all other circumstances bearing on the 
question, whether it is fit and proper in the interest of 
the public, for whose benefit these Acts are passed, that 
an additional licence should be granted.” 





We Anz INFORMED that an order has been made trans- 
ferring twenty-five of the actions originally set down for 
Vice-Chancellor Malins, from Mr. Justice Fry to Lord 
Justice Baggallay for the purposes of hearing only, and 
that the learned Lord Justice intends to sit for the trial 
of these actions during the absence of his brethren at 
Westminster, 





The New J ame Court House, which has been nearly two 


in course of construction, was opened on the 28th ult. 

y 4% sitting of the States Assembly, The interior is stated 

= oy ew decorated, and the arrangements are 
cellent. 





$$$ 


RIGHTS AND TZIABILITIES OF URBAN 
AUTHORITIES IN RESPECT OF STREETS, 


Tue case of Coverdale v. Charlton (27 W. R. 257, L. R, 
4Q. B. D. 104), involved a question of considerable im. 
portance with regard to the rights of an urban sanitary 
authority over the soil of a street within their district, 
We commented on the case when it was before the 
Queen’s Bench Division (22 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 738), 
but we may remind our readers that by The Public 
Health Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict.c.55),s. 4, the word 
“street,” as used in the Act, includes any high 
way. By section 144 the local board are made within 
their district surveyors cf highways. By section 149 i¢ 
is enacted that all streets shall vest in and be under the 
control of the local board. The question turned on the 
effect and meaning of the term ‘‘ vest.” Similar pro- 
visions are not at all uncommon with regard to the rights 
of public bodies, such as improvement and i 
commissioners and other similar authorities, over works 
and other matters connected with their functions. 

The case, though to some extent turning upon con- 
siderations peculiar to urban sanitary authorities, may 
have a more general bearing. It appeared that the 
urban sanitary authority had demised the right of pastur. 
age over strips of grass at the side of, and forming parts 
of, a highway to the plaintiff. The defendant, who had 
no rights over this pasturage, had turned his cattle on to 
graze, and the question was whether the plaintiff could 
maintain an action of trespass against him. This 
depended on whether the urban sanitary authority could 
demise the pasturage as they had done. The Queen's 
Bench Division held that the action lay, and the 
Court of Appeal affirmed their decision, but on narrower 
grounds. The Queen’s Bench Division held, in rather 
broad terms, that the soil of the highway was by the Act 
vested in the urban sanitary authority, without going 


very minutely into the question of any limitation to the’ 


extent to which the property in the land vested 
in them. It is obvious that some rather serious ques. 
tions might arise as to the effect of this decision in 
future. The ordinary doctrine of real property is some- 
what hyperbolically stated to be that the right of the land- 
owner extends to the heavens and the centre of the earth. 
We say somewhat hyperbolically, because we can hardly 
suppose that an aeronaut commits a trespass when his 
balloon sails over a piece of land at a height of several 
miles. At the same time, where the right of the land- 
owner begins, might, in theory, be a nice question, but 
fortunately the exigencies of ordinary life do not raise 
such questions. But looking to the ordinary and 
acknowledged rights of an owner of land, various 
awkward consequences would follow from the notion 
that a local board had the ordinary rights of a land- 
owner with regard to the soil of the street. If so, all 
mines underneath the street, at whatever depth, would 
belong to the local board: This would obviously be going 
far beyond what is necessary, having regard to the 
functions and position of a local board. It would be 4 
great hardship on the person who might be owner of 
the soil of the street before the local board was con- 
stituted, for there is no compensation given to him by 
the Act in respect of the soil of the street being taken 
from him and given to the local board. An owner of 
minerals on both sides of the street would be pte- 
vented from working the minerals on one side from 
workings on the other, and a variety of other unforeseen 
and almost absurd consequences might follow. 

We do not think that these consequences did follow 
from the decision of the Queen’s Bench Division, because, 
as we pointed out at the time, the decision did not meat 
that the local board would have the ordinary rights of @ 
landowner in respect of the street; and if there was any 
vagueness or uncertainty in the expressions used by the 
court in this respect it would certainly have been 
corrected in future decisions. The Court of Appeal 
have, however, expressly limited the effect of their decision 
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the use of much clearer language,than the court 
teow. It was contended for the defendant that, by saying 
that the street shall vest, the Legislature only meant 
shat the local board should have such rights over streets as 
existed for the benefit of the public before the Public 
Health Acts were passed; that, for instance, they would 
peentitled to deal with the streets for public purposes 
qithout making compensation to the owner of the soil, 
by raising or lowering their level or altering the sur- 
jee, and that they might maintain an action of trespass 
for obstructions to the passage ; but that it never meant 
that they should have a beneficial property in the soil 
as to make a profit from anything thereon. So far 
athe soil is available as a means of passage, and for all 
connected with the maintenance or improve- 
nent of the right of passage, it may reasonably be held 
that the owner has parted with his rights and cannot be 
atitled to compensation; but in respect of any profitable 
right over the soil unconnected with the use of it quad 
highway, the rights of the owner before the Act were 
‘\tintact by the dedication, and, therefore, it is unjust 
that he should be deprived of these rights without com- 
tion. But it seems to us that this argument does 
nt give sufficient effect to the language used, and of 
this opinion were the Court of Appeal. 

The judgment of Lord Justice Bramwell, though he 
gems to have had some difficulty in defining the mean- 
ing of the word “‘ vest” for the purposes of the Act by 
dtrictly accurate limitations, appears clearly to amount 
toan expression of opinion that to some extent the word 
gives 8 proprietary right to the urban authority over the 
sirect. He says, “The meaning I put upon the word 
‘vest’ is that the space and the street itself, so far as it 
isordinarily used in the way that streets are used, shall 
vest in the local board.” . And again, ‘‘ That would show 
that ‘street’ comprehends what we may call the surface 
—that is to say, not a surface bit of no reasonable thick- 
ness, but a surface of such a thickness as the local board 
may require for the purpose of doing to the street that 
vhich is necessary for it as a street, and also of doing 
those things which are commonly done in or under the 
directs, and to that extent they had a property in it.” 
Brett, L.J.. also said, “Street means more than the 
surface, it means the whole surface and so much of the 
depth as is or can be used not unfairly for the ordinary 
purposes of a street. It comprises a depth which enables 
theurban authority to do that which is done in every 
seet—viz., to raise the street and to lay down sewers, 
for at the present day there can be no street in a town 
vithout sewers, and also for the purpose of laying down 
gsand water pipes. It does not include such a depth 
# would carry with it the right to mines, neither would 
steet include any buildings which happen to be built on 
the land, because that is not a part of the street within 
the meaning of such an Act as this. If the enactment 
gives the local board that property in so much of the 
lind, it gives them an absolute property in anything 
sowing on the surface of the land.” 

With regard to the argument derived from the absence 
ot compensation to the owner, it is more plausible in the 
abstract than, on consideration, it appears to be when 
loked at practically, because the rights of an owner 
cannot be really very valuable with regard to the 
furface of a road that is a highway. He cannot interfere 
With a in any way that would affect the use of it as a 

ay. é cannot erect anything upon it or take 
away the substance of it. aidan 

It has occurred to us that very important questions 
may subsequently turn on this decision, not only with 
kgard to the rights of the urban authority over the 
titeets, but also with regard to their liabilities. It has 

held in various cases that an urban authority is 

hot liable for acvidents arising from non-repair of high- 
Ways, being merely put in the position of surveyor of 
ways, who cannot be sued for such an accident. 
We do not think that the effect of the vesting of the 
titeet in the urban authority has ever been fully brought 






















































before the court in relation to this question. It might 
be urged that, like any other person in whom property 
is vested, they would be responsible for a nuisance on 
their property dangerous to others exercising their lawful 
rights. The extreme cogency of this point of view is 
illustrated by White v. Hindley Local Board (L. R. 10 
Q. B. 219), which is one of the cases in which the opinion 
that the local boards are not liable in an action for 
non-repair of highways was expressed. In that case 
the defendants were held liable on the ground that the 
grid which caused the mischief was part of the sewer 
which was vested in the local board, and the case was 
expressly distinguished from that of non-repair of a 
highway, on the ground that the sewers were vested in 
the local board.. We cannot at present say how far it 
might be possible to re-open the question of an urban 
authority’s liability for non-repair, looking to the exist- 
ing decisions, but the effect of Coverdale v. Charlton 
should be considered in relation to future questions of a 
similar nature. 








THE SUMMARY JURISDICTION BILL. 
I. 


Tue scope of this Bill, which is now in the third year of 
its age, is as follows. It consolidates and amends the 
Acts relating to penalties, 27 & 28 Vict. c. 110, and 
28 & 29 Vict. c. 127; and the Acts relating to the sum- 
mary conviction of juvenile offenders and adults for 
larceny, 10 & 11 Vict. c. 82, 13 & I4 Vict. c. 37, and 
18 & 19 Vict. c. 126. It also regulates procedure from 
pleading to warrant of distress, and provides a model 
appeal clause for future use. It does not repeal a single 
section of Jervis’ Act, 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43, nor the 
Statement of Case Act, 20 & 21 Vict. c. 43, nor does it 
provide for an accused person giving evidence in his own 
behalf, nor contain any reference whatever to the 
Criminal Code (Indictable Offences) Act. The clauses 
are forty-five in number, and very considerable altera- 
tions of the law are introduced, : 

Taking the material clauses in their order as printed, 
the first we find worthy of note is the 4th, which pro- 
vides that ‘‘ where a court of summary jurisdiction has 
authority to adjudge a person to be imprisoned, or to 
adjudge a person to pay a fine, that court, notwithstand- 
ing any enactment to the contrary, may, in the case of 
imprisonment, impose the same without hard labour and 
reduce the prescribed period thereof, or do either of such 
acts; and in the case of a fine, if it be imposed as in 
respect of a first offence, may reduce the prescribed 
amount thereof.” The metropolitan police magistrates 
have long had a similar power to this under 2 & 3 Vict. 
c. 71, s. 35, and we see no reason why the country 
justices should not be intrusted with it. That section, 
however, gives no power to substitute fine for imprison- 
ment, nor does it contain the limitation in regard toa 
second offence—a limitation suggested, we imagine, by 
the 12th section of the Licensing Act, 1874, repealing 
the 67th section of the Licensing Act, 1872. The power 
to substitute fine for imprisonment is given by the next 
paragraph of clause 4, but in the repealing schedule the 
Act 2 & 3 Vict. c. 71,8. 35, finds no place. We think 
the law should be the same for the whole of England, 
and we doubt very much the propriety of the limitation 
in respect of a second offence. The minimum penalty 
is, we think, an entire anachronism, which should dis- 
appear in toto. 

The 6th clause, which empowers the court to allow 
time for payment of fines, and to direct payment to be 
made by instalments, and by finding sureties, is quite 
new. It has our hearty commendation, and the reform 
is so good, and the attendant procedure so simple, that 
we hope that if presg of business should prove fatal to the 
Bill as a whole, this clause at least may be passed. 

The three sets of enactments (9—13) which provide 








for the summary conviction for an indictable offence of 
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a “child” (person under twelve), ‘‘ young person” 
(person under sixteen), or ‘‘ adult,” require a very care- 
ful scrutiny. To provide that the maximum of a child’s 
imprisonment shall be a month, and that the child may 
be whipped instead, is all very well ; but we observe with 
regret that the simple form of words by which the culprit 
is now addressed as per Jervis’ Act is abandoned for a 
much worse form. The present words are :— 


We shall have to hear what you wish to say in answer 
to the charge against you; but if you wish the charge to 
be tried by a jury, you must object now to our deciding 
upon it at once. 


The new words are to be :— 


Do you desire the child to be tried by a jury, and object 

to the case being dealt with summarily ? 
And it is added that they may be accompanied by ‘‘a 
statement, if the court think such statement desirable for 
the information of such parent or guardian, of the 
meaning of the case being dealt with summarily.” We 
object greatly to the new form, because it does not per se 
bring to the mind of the person addressed that the 
maxim, audi alteram partem, will be observed. Itreads 
in fact like an invitation to the parent to encourage the 
child to plead guilty. The ‘‘ young person” and the 
“adult” are to be addressed in the same form of words. 
The provisions as to the ‘‘ child” are entirely new, so 
far as the distinction between the ages of twelve and 
sixteen is concerned: the provisions as to the “‘ young 
person” and “adult” are, except as we have noticed, 
and except the addition of receiving stolen goods to the 
class of indictable offences triable summarily, very much 
the same as those which they supersede. 

The very important clause 13 which for the first time 
gives a general power to demand a trial by jury in case 
of offences triable summarily and punishable by im- 
prisonment without the option of a fine for a term 
exceeding three months, is modelled upon the 9th section 
of the Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 1875, 
which section however allows the right to a jury in a 
case punishable by fine only, if a fine amounting to £20 
is imposed. 

The 14th clause gives a right of appeal in every case 
where more than fourteen days’ imprisonment without 
the option of a fine is imposed, and the party convicted 
‘*is not otherwise authorized to appeal.” The provision 
is highly proper, but we should imagine that its opera- 
tion will be very limited. Almost all modern Acts give 
a right of appeal even in cases where a fine only may be 
imposed, and we should be inclined to suggest that 
occasion might be taken to give a convicted party an 
universal right of appeal, subject to the payment of costs 
by the appellant in any event. Very many cases may 
occur (and the clause we may observe is prospective) in 
which questions of very great importance are decided 
upon @ summary conviction, and as it is a well settled 
rule of law that appeal is never given by implication, 
prudence appeare to be on the side of the alteration 
suggested. 





=. 





In order to celebrate Mr. Justice Stephen’s recent eleva- 
tion to the bench, the joint members of the Midland and 
North-Eastern Circuits have invited him to a dinner, which 
will be given at the Grosvenor Gallery Restaurant on 
Wednesday evening, March 19. 


We are anthorized to state that no appointment has as 
yet been made to the professorship of common law, vacated 
by Mr. Justice Stephen on his appointment as a judge. 
But Mr. J. D. Mayne bas undertaken to deliver lectures 
on common law during the current year pending the ap- 
pointment of a professor. For such appointment the 
Council of Legal Education will be prepared to receive 
applications, which may be addressed either to the council 
itself, or to the chairman, the Right Hon. S. H. Walpole, 
Lincoln’s-inn Hall, and the same will be regarded as strictly 
confidential. 








General Curresponvence. 


BYE-LAWS UNDER 41 & 42 VICT. C. 32, §, 16, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 

Sir,—I venture to draw the attention of those members, 
of our profession who are concerned for owners of prop. 
erty and especially of building estates in the Metropolitan 
District, to the bye-laws now submitted by the Metro. 
politan Board of Works to the Home Secretary, for his 
approval, under the Act of last year, 41 & 42 Vict, o, 32, 
s. 16. 

I learn from practical builders of good position tha 
the effect of the bye-laws if sanctioned in their present 
form will be very marked upon the cost of b 
and consequently upon rents, and that the restrictions 
sought to be imposed upon building owners in the use of 
sites and materials, go far beyond what is necessary for 
the protection of the public health and safety. 

The question is one for the building owners and the 
public, rather than the builders, 

Every one admits that the “ jerry builder” should be. 
either suppressed or reformed, but why for that purpose 
should I be compelled by the Board of Works if I wish 
to erect a summer house or a potting shed in my 
which is on a gravel soil, to put six inches of “good 
concrete smoothed on the upper surface,” and mixed in 
certain proportions, over the whole site of it, or in default 
incur heavy penalties? 

The board have a dispensing power it is true, but we 
all know the delay and red tapeism which that involves, 

I believe the 23rd is the last day for lodging objec- 
tions. L. J. M 

London, March 12, 





Some very undignified disclosures, says the Albany Law 
Journal, have been made concerning the private wants of 
our national law-makers, which have been supplied at the 
public expense. Knives, books, book-cases, purses, slates, 
opera glasses, Bibles, hymn-books, ‘‘ cork-holders,” razors 
and razor straps, photograph albums, backgammon boards, 
dictionaries, nail brushes—such are a few of the articles 
which senators and representatives have required, ant 
which the nation has furnished. One member couldn't 
make wind enough for himself and must have a ten 
dollar fan. Another, a distinguished Massachusetts orator 
and ex-speaker of the National House of Representatives, has 
evidently just heard of the Bible, and has drawn a “Bible 
for Learners,” and ‘‘ Bards of the Bible.” Another gentle- 
man, an ex-judge, seems to have become vocal in his old 
age, and takes “Songs of the Sanctuary” and a “ Baby 
Opera.”” Any number took carpet bags, and it would, per- 
haps, be desirable for them all to do so. At all events, the 
exhibit is rather mortifying to constituents if not to the 
representatives. 

The Times says that the new Supreme Court of Judicat 
for ‘the German Empire, the establishment of which was 
decreed by a law passed fourteen months ago, comes into 
operation next autumn, and an estimate for the salaries of 
the judges and other expenses, for the six months from 
October 1, 1879, to March 31, 1880, has been laid before 
the Reichstag. The court will consist of sixty-eight judicial 
members—viz., a president of the Imperial Court, seven 
presidents of divisions, and sixty ‘‘ councillors,” or puisne 
judges as we should say. This staff is distribeted among 
eight divisions, or “senates” as they will be styled, five for 
civil causes, and three for criminal business. Each of the 
civil senates will consist of seven judges aud a president, 
two of the criminal senates will have each eight judges and 
a president, while the third will have nine judges an 
be presided over by the president of the Supreme Court 
himself. The salary of this president is fixed at 25,000 
marks (£1,250), besides a free residence and servants. The 
salaries of the divisional presidents will be 14,000 marke 
(£700) each, and of the ‘‘councillors,”’ or puisne judge 
10,000 marks (£500). There will also be an Im 


Attorney-General, with a salary of 15,000 marks ere 
and three deputy-Attorneys-General, at salaries of 10, 
marks (£500) each, P 
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Cases af tite Week. 


Poor 1n BANKRUPTCY—DEMAND ARISING OUT OF FELONY 
—NON-PROSECUTION oF FELON—TkRusTzx IN BaNKRuUPTCY 
of INJURED Person.—In a cage of Ex parte Ball, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 6th inst., the question arose whether 
s proof in respect of the felonious embezzlement of a clerk 
gould be admitted in his bankruptcy, when he had not been 

ated for the felony by the injured person: The bank- 

who was a clerk to some bankers, embezzled moneys 
belonging to them and absconded. The bankers did not 
ly fora warrant for his apprehension until ten days 
Pa the discovery, and by that time he had left England, 
and consequently was never prosecuted. He was adjudi- 
cated a bankrupt in his absence, and the bankers tendered 
a proof in the bankruptoy for the amount of which they 
had been defranded. The trustee rejected the proof, and 
sn application was made to the court to order him to 
admit it- Before this, however, the bankers had filed a 
liquidation petition, and the application was made by their 
wustee. The Chief Judge (L. R. 9 Ch. D. 704) held, upon 
the evidence, that the bankers had done their best to 
bring the offender to justice, and therefore admitted the 
, Onthe appeal it was argued that such a proof 
quld not be admitted until the offender had been prose- 
ented, unless it was shown that a prosecution had become 
absolutely impossible, or the offender had been already 
prosecuted by some one else for a similar offence ; reliance 
being placed on the decisions in Ez parte Elliott (3 M. & 
Ayr. 110), and Wellock v. Constantine (2H. & C, 146), as 
well as upon dicta in many other cases. The Court of 
Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.), unani- 
mously affirmed the decision of the Chief Judge, though 
they differed in the reasons which they gave for their 
judgments. Bramwell, L.J. (who delivered the judgment 
of himself and James, L.J.), said that for 300 years judges 
ofthe greatest eminence had said that there was some 
impediment to the maintenance of an action for a debt 
atiging out of a felonious act, the only doubt on the point 
being one which was not exactly expressed by, but rather 
to be inferred from, the judgment of Blackburn, J., in Wells 
y. Abrahams (20 W. R. 659, L. R. 7 Q. B. 554). But, not- 
withstanding all these dicta, the only cases in which the 
opinion had operated to prevent the debt being enforced 
were Ex parte Elliott and Wellock v. Constantine. His lord- 
ship said that he could conceive of only four possible ways 
in which the felonious origin of a debt could be an -impedi- 
ment to its enforcement by civil action—1. That no cause 
of action arose out of a felony. 2. That it did not arise till 
ution. 38. That it arose on the commission of the act, 

t was suspended till prosecution. 4. That there was 
neither defence to, nor suspension of, the claim by, or at the 

instance of, the felon debtor, but that the conrt of its own 
motion, or on the suggestion of the Crown, should stay pro- 
ceedings ti]l public justice was éatisfied. His lordship dis- 
missed the first theory as untenable, and was of opinion 
that there were great difficulties in assenting to any of the 
other three. But he thought it unnecessary to decide the 
point, for this reason. Assuming that the bankers could 
not have proved until they had discharged their duty by 
prosecuting the bankrapt, the obligation was a personal one, 
and did not extend to their trustee, who represented, not 
them, but their creditors. Consequently, there was nothing 
‘0 prevent the proof being made by the trustee. Whether, 
if the assignment of the debt had been a voluntary one, and 
not one under the Bankruptcy Act, the obligation would 
ve been removed it was not necessary to say. Baggallay, 
LJ., was of opinion, on. the authorities, that though 
§ cause of action might arise out of a felony, the 
Policy of the law would not allow the injured person 
to seek civil redress if he had failed in his duty of 
ing the felon to justice, but that this rule did not 
apply where the offender had been brought to justice at the 
Instance of some other person injured by a similar offence, 
Te prosecution was impossible by reason of the death 
the offender, or of his escape from the jurisdiction before 

§ Prosecution could have been commenced by the exercise of 
Teagonable diligence. And his lordship thought that the 
‘xecutors or administrators of the person injured, or his 
trustee in bankruptcy, could be in no better position than 


ment of his bankruptcy, and that if, at that  prosecu- 
tion of the offender had, by want of due pada 
part, become impossible, and he had thereby been debarred 

m seeking civil redress, his estate must bear the 
consequences, But his lordship agreed with the Chief Jpdge 
that there had been no default on the part of the ee 
and, consequently, that the B ag ought to be admitted. 
Leave was given to appeal to the House of Lords. 


Parties—MortcAGR—FoRECLOSURE— ACTION BY ONE 
oF SeveRaL Co-moRTGAGEES.—In a case of Luke v. The 
South Kensington Hotel Company, before the Court of Appeal 
on the 6th inst., the question arose whether one of several 
trustees, who were co-mortgagees, could alone maintain a 
foreclosure action against the mortgagor, making his co- 
trustees defendants, Fry, J., held (21 Soxicrror’s JourNaL, 
173, L.R. 7 Ch. D. 789), that he could not, even though the 
defendant trustees did not oppose the foreclosure. The 
question arose under the following circumstances. In May, 
1864, three trustees advanced their trust fund to the prede- 
cessors of the defendant company, on thesecurity of amortgage 
of leasehold property. In 1869 the defendant company pro- 
pesed an arrangement by which they should be bound to pay 
only a composition on the amount of the principal mortgage 
debt and a reduced rate of interest. The two defendant 
trustees assented to this arrangement, but the plaintiff was 
advised by his solicitor that, though the arrangement was a 
desirable one, there were legal difficulties ia the way which 
could not be removed, and the plaintiff therefore refused to 
assent to the proposal. A deed to carry into effect the 
proposal was, however, prepared (apparently under the im- 
pression that the plaintiff would assent), all the three trustees 
being named as parties to it. It contained a release of a 

art of the principal mortgage debt, and of some overdue 
interest. The deed was executed by the company and by 
the two defendant trustees, but the plaintiff refused to 
execute it. After its execution, interest at the reduced 
rate, according to the provisions of the deed, was paid by 
the company to the defendant trustees, but they, in pursu- 
ance of another arrangement between themselves and the 
tenant for life of the fund, paid her a sum equal to the 
interest on the fund if it had been, as it originally was, 
invested in consols. Several years afterwards the plaintiff 
brought the action against the company, his co-trustees, and 
the tenant for life, claiming a declaration that the deed of 
compromise was ineffectual, and to foreclose the company 
on the footing of the original mortgage. The defendant 
trustees, though they refused to join as plaintiffs, did not 
oppose the foreclosure. Fry, J., held, upon the evidence, 
that neither the plaintiff nor the tenant for life were in any 
way bound by the compromise, and that the deed of com- 
promise was not intended to be binding on the defendant 
trustees unless the plaintiff executed it. But bis lordship 
thought that great inconveniences would result from allowing 
one of several co-mortgagees to sue for a foreclosure, and that 
the question whether there ought to be a foreclosure action 
should be first determined in a preliminary action, to which 
only the trustees and their cestwis que trust were parties. 
The mortgagor ought not to be harassed by being made a 
party to an action to settle adomestic quarrel between the 
persons interested in the mortgage-money. His lordship 
accordingly dismissed the action. The Court of Appeal 
(Jessel, M.R., and James and Bramwell, L.JJ.) held that 
under the circumstances the plaintiff could maintain the 
action. They agreed with Fry, J., that the defendant 
trustees had executed the deed of compromise only on the 
faith of the plaintiffs also executing it. Jessel, M.R., said 
that the majority of the trustees could not bind the minority; 
the trust estate could be bound only by the act of the whole 
body. On general principles he could not see why the 
actiop was not maintainable. It was quite familiar praetice 
in the Court of Chancery for one trustee to file a bill to 
secure the trust fund, making his co-trustees defendants. It 
was not necessary to say what should be done if the defend- 
ant trustees opposed a foreclosure, for that case did not arise. 
All the necessary parties were before the court, and there was 
no ground for refusing the plaintiff the relief for which he 
asked. On the contrary, there was good ground for granting 
it. 





Spectric PERFORMANCE—AGREEMENT TO GRANT LEASE 
WHEN TENANT “ MAY FEEL DISPOSED’’ TO TAKE IT.—In & case 
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of Kusel v. Watson, before the Court: of Appeal on the 10th 
inst., one G. Self had, by’ a memorandum ‘of agreement 
dated the 24th of June, 1889, agreed to letto ‘the plaintiff, 
and the plaintiff had agreed to take; a‘ shop in London, at 
the-rent of £26 a year. Tho’ 6 contained this 
further clause: “ And the said G. Self ‘agrees’ to let the 
said R. Kusel have a lease of the said-premises, at'the rent 
of £26, at any period he may feel disposed, and ‘hereby 
further agrees not to molest,-disturb, or raise the rent of 
the said R. Kusel after his having laid ont money in im- 
proving the said premises.” Self was himself tenant of the 
premises under a lease for a term of eighty years, of which 
about sixty years were unexpired at the date of the agree- 
ment; bunt the nature of his interest was not known to the 
plaintiff. The plaintiff continued in possession of the pre- 
mises down to December, 1876, and laid out money in im- 
proving them. The defendant, who derived title through 
Self, who was dead, then gave the plaintiff notice to quit. 
The plaintiff thereupon demanded a lease, which was re- 
fused. The action was then commenced, claiming specific 
performance of the agreement, and an injunction. At the 
trial the plaintiff insisted on a lease for the whole of the 
defendant's term, less one day, at the rent of £26. On be- 
half of the defendant, it was urged that the plaintiff was 
not entitled to more than a lease in the actual terms of the 
agreement, which would give him only a tenancy from year 
to year. Bacon, V.C., held that the plaintiff was entitled 
to what he claimed. The Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., 
and Baggallay and Bramwell, L.JJ.) varied the order by 
declaring the plaintiff entitled to a lease for the defendant's 
term, if the plaintiff should so long live. 


cee 


PracTicE—Morion To DiscHARGE EX PARTE ORDER— 
TRANSFER OF ACTION FROM ONE JUDGE oF CHANCERY 
Drvision TO ANOTHER—ORD, 51, R. 1.—In acase of Hart v. 
The Sceptre and Licensed Victuallers’ Insurance Company, an 
application was, on the 12th inst., made to the Court of 
Appeal, under the following circumstances. The action 
was attached to the court of Malins, V.C., and he, on an 
ex parte application by the plaintiff, granted a writ of pro- 
hibition against some proceedings in the Lord Mayor's 
Court. The defendants gave notice of motion to discharge 
the order, but the motion did not come on to be heard until 
after the order of the Lord Chancellor of the 24th of 
February was made, which transferred all causes and matters 
then pending before the Vice-Chancellor to Fry, J. The 
motion was brought on before Fry, J., and he doubted 
whether he had jurisdiction to deal with it, because the Lord 
Chancellor's order provides that no order made by the Vice- 
Chancellor ‘‘is to be varied or reversed otherwise than 
by the Court of Appeal,” and he desired the question to be 
submitted to that court. The Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., 
and Baggallay and Bramwell, L.JJ.) were of opinion that 
this limitation of jurisdiction did not apply to a motion to 
discharge an order obtained ez parte, inasmuch as the Vice- 
Chancellor had never exercised his judgment on the point in 
dispute between the parties, and that Fry, J., had jurisdic- 
tion to hear the notice. 


Practice—Ex PARTE MOTION TO DISCHARGE EX PARTE 
Oxper—AtracuMENT—Notice—Onrp. 44, 8. 2.—In a case 
of In re Campbell, before the Court of Appeal on the 12th 
inst., the Court of Bankruptcy had granted an injonction 
to restrain further proceedings in an action which had been 
brought against the debtor in the Chancery Division. The 
order was made ¢z parte, according to the usual practice. 
The same day, but at a later hour, Jessel, M.R., made an 
order in the action for the attachment of the debtor. The 
order was made in ignorance of the fact that the injane- 
tion had been granted. The plaintiff afterwards applied 
ez parte to the Court of Bankruptey for leave, notwith- 
standing the injunction, to proceed with the attachment. 
The registrar held that the application could only be made 
upon notice. The application was renewed ez parte in the 
Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and Baggallay and Bram- 
well, L.JJ.), who agreed with the registrar. It was urged 
that, if notice was given to the debtor, the object of the 
spplication would be defeated, as be would at once leave 
the country. Bat Jesse), M.R., said that it would be con- 
trary to the settled practice to discharge an ez parte order 
otherwise than upon votice, aud added that now that by 





‘rule 2 of order 44a writ of attachment cannot be issueg 
‘except upon notice, there musbjalways be-the gisk that the 


person whom it is desired to attach may escape from the 
jurisdiction before the writ can issue. 


Srarore or Limmrations (8 & 4 Witt. 4,'C.'27) ss, 95 
98 — Express Trust —Morrcacz— Trust For Sarz— 
Twenty Years’ Possession BY MorTGAGEE—Ricur 7 
Surrtus Sate Moneys.—In a case of In re Alison, before 
the Court of Appeal on the 12th inst., a question arose as to 
the right to the surplus proceeds of the sale of mo 
real estate, which had been sold after the mortgagee had 
been in possession for more than twenty years. The mort. 
gage was executed in 1827, and was in the form of a con. 
veyance to the mortgagee on trust for sale. The form of 
the deed was somewhat peculiar. It recited the loan, and 
conveyed the estate to the mortgagee, not on trust to sell in 
the event of non-payment of the mortgage debt st a specified 
day, but on trust to sell when he should think fit. The 
proceeds of sale were to be held on trust, and applied first 
in paying certain costs and expenses, and then in discharging 
the mortgage debt and interest, and the surplus was to be 
paid to the mortgagor or as he should direct. In 1849, the 
interest having fallen into arrear, the mortgagee took 
possession of the property, and continued in possession until 
his death in 1874, during which time he received all the 
rents of the property. He devised his real estate to trustees 
upon trust to sell and to hold the proceeds of sale on certain 
trusts. In 1876 the trustees sold the mortgaged estate, The 
conveyance to the purchaser recited the mortgage deed, 
and contained also a recital that the vendors, in pur. 
suance of the powers contained in the ‘mortgage deed 
and the will, had contracted to sell the estate to the 
purchaser. The operative part of the deed did not refer 
to the powers or trusts, but was in the ordinary form of 
a conveyance by an owner in fee. The purchase-monsy 
considerably exceeded the amount due on the mortgage. An 
action having been brought to administer the mortgagee’s 
estate, a second mortgagee of the mortgaged propery 
claimed the surplus of the proceeds of sale. Malins, Y.C,, 
held that the claim must be admitted. He founded his 
decision on the form of the conveyance to the Een. and 
upon some expressions in the judgment of James, L.J., in 
Locking v. Parker (21 W. R. 113, L. R. 8 Ch. 30), which he 
thought showed that, though the right of the mortgagor to 
the mortgaged estate had been barred under the Statute of 
Limitations, and the first mortgagee had become owner in 
fee simple before his death, yet there was an express trust of 
the proceeds of sale within the meaning of section 25 of th 
Act. The Court of Appeal (Jessel, M.R., and Baggallay and 
Bramwell, L.JJ.) agreed with the Vice-Chancellor that th: 
right of the mortgagor, and those claiming through him, to the 
land had been barred by the twenty years’ possession of the 
first mortgagee, as to which they said Locking v. Parker was 
an express decision, but they held that the Vice-Chancellor 
was wrong as to the proceeds of sale. Jessel, M.R., ssid 
that the trustees of the will could not, without committing 
a breach of trust, do enything to alter the rights of the 
cestuis que trust under the will. They could not give 
away the trust estate. The testator had become before his 
death, by virtue of the statute, owner in fee simple of the 
estate, and, whatever form of conveyance was adopted on the 
sale to the purchaser, the rights of the testator’s estate 
conld not be altered. And Baggallay, L.J., pointed out 
that Locking v. Parker differed in this ray opel respect, 
that there the sale of the mortgaged estate had taken place 
before the expiration of the twenty years. The order of 
Malins, V.C., was accordingly discharged. 


PartNersHir—CovenaNt NoT TO CARRY. ON) PARTNER- 
ansp Business—Breacn or UnDERTAKING.——In a case 0 
Drakes v. Searby, before the Master of the Rolls on the 
8th inst., a motion was made by the plaintiff to commit the 
defendant for breach of an undertaking not to commit 
any breach of @ covenant, contained in a deed of 
dissolution. of ‘the partuership between ‘the parties, not t 
carry on the business of a timber merchant at M. or within 
ten miles of it, though the defendant was. to be at liberty 
to deal in round timber. ‘The defendant had. been selling 
within the ten mile radius vavious articles made only 
round timber, aud not usually coming within the business 
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a 
ofa timber merchant, but which had been manufactured and) 
gold by the parties before the dissolution. The Master of | 


5 Rolls was of opinion’ that, having to the locality 
tne hich the oe was carried on, and to the fact thatthe 

jes, although described as timber merchants, had dealt 
in these very articles now sold by the defendant, it 
qould not be considered they came within the privilege 
geserved to the defendant of dealing in round timber. The 
‘defendant must have well understood what was the inten- 
tion, and there must be an injunction to restrain the 
defendant from selling the particular articles, and in case 
of any fresh breach the motion to commit might be renewed. 





PRACTICE—REFEREE—VARYING REPORT—EVIDENCE BE- 
FORE REFEREE—JUDICATURE ACT, 1873, ss. 56, 58.—In the 
case of Dunkirk Colliery Company v. Ellis, Lever, & Co, 
(noted 22 Soxicirors’ Journax, 564), another motion 
wasmade before the Master of Rolls on the 8th inst., to 
vary the referee’s report, and a question arose as to the mode 
in which the court could ascertain the accuracy of the 

rt, whether by looking at the evidence taken before the 
ie or only at the report itself. The question as to the 
amount of damages payable to the defendants had been re- 
ferred by the Master of the Rolls to a special referee under 
section 56 of the Judicature Act, 1873. The referee accord- 
ingly heard evidence on both sides, and made a report as to 
the amount of damages payable by the defendants to the 
plaintiffs, The plaintiffs on the 8th of February, 1878, 
moved to discharge or vary this report, and the Master of 
Rolls looked at the shorthand notes of the evidenco taken 
before the referee, and assessed the damages himself on a 
different footing. The defendants appealed from this 
decision, and the Appeal Court (22 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 
564), in May, 1878, held that the Master of the Rolls had 
no power under sections 56 or 58 of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
to vary the report, but must either discharge it altogether 
orremit it to the referee for amendment. ‘They accordingly 
remitted the matter to the referee for rehearing, with 
liberty to him to state specially any facts. In accordance 
with the judgment of the Appeal Court, the referee has 
since re-considered the evidence adduced before him and 
made a fresh report. The plaintiffs now moved to discharge 
this report, and prams to refer to the shorthand notes of 
what had passed on both occasions before the referee. The 
defendants objected to the shorthand notes or the evidence 
taken before the referee being referred to. They submitted 
that the court could only look at the report itself, and if 
unsatisfactory on its face it should be discharged, or should, 
under ord. 36, r. 34, be remitted to the referee for ‘‘ ex- 

tion or for his reasons.”? It appeared that the plaintiffs 

d applied to the referee for a copy of his notes of the 
evidence, but he had stated that the shorthand notes were 
more perfect than his notes, and had offered to furnish them 
with acopy. The Master of the Rolls said he should send 
to the referee for a copy of his notes, and he would then, he 
presumed, either send him his own notes, or else a copy of 
the shorthand notes. He considered the defendants’ objec- 

tion that he could not look at the evidence quite untenable; 
he had power to adopt the report under section 56 of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, “wholly or partially,” and to enable him 
to do so he must look at the notes of the evidence to see how 
far it was correct. That was the practice he had hitherto 


_ adopted, and the notes had always been furnished to him by 


the referees, and until it was decided by the Appeal Court 
that such a practice was wrong he should continue to follow 
it, He entirely dissented from the notion that the decision 
of a referee was to be free from appeal, and he did not think 
this had ever been intended by the Legislature. If this 
were held to. be the rule, he certainly should decline to send 
any more cases to the official or special referees for considera- 
tion. He should order the further hearing of the motion to 
stand over in order that he might have the referee’s notes 
‘before him. 


Praction — ArTacHMENT — Ing¥rRCTUAL SBRVICR OF 
‘OnpER—Trur Cory nor Davivexnep—Omyssion or Part 
or Tirnki—In a case of Jn re Holt, before James L.J. (act 
ing.at the request of the Lord Chancellor for Malins, V.C.), 
on the 6th inst., an application was made to discharge for 
Uregularity an order to attach the applicant for his dis- 
Obedience to a prior order, and to set aside the writ of 
‘attachment which had been issued under the second order. 





‘The first order was intituled in the matter of an infant 
(naming her), and in the matter of the Act 36 & 37 Vict. 
‘c. 12, and it directed the applicant, the father of the infant, 
'to deliver her over to her mother. The order was disobeyed, 
and the order to commit the father was'then made, upon 
an affidavit which stated that he had been served with the 
first order in the usual way, by showing him the original 
and delivering to him a true copy of it. Under the second 
order he was arrésted and lodged in prisen. It was after- 
wards discovered that the copy of the first order which had 
been delivered to him was defective, inasmuch as it was 
intituled only in the matter of the Act, and not in the 
matter of the particular infant. James, L.J., held that 
this was a material omission, which justified the father in 
disregarding the service. His lordship, therefore, discharged 
the second order, but without costs. 





= = 


Appointments, Ete. 


Mr. ALFrep CHARLES Bursines, solicitor, of Portsmouth 
and Southsea, has been appointed Clerk to the Visiting 
Justices of the Portsmouth Prison. Mr. Burbidge was 
admitted a solicitor in 1871, and is in partnersaip with Mr. 
Thomas Cousins, the clerk to the Borough Magistrates at 
Portsmouth. 


Mr. Wiit1am Norton ELtEn, solicitor (of the firm of 
Norton & Ellen), of 55, Chaneery-lane, has been appointed 
a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court 
of Judicature. 


Mr. Luewsityn Jorcuam, solicitor, of Wantage, has been 
elected Coroner for the Wantege District of Berkshire. 
Mr. Jotcham was admitted a solicitor in 1859, and is also 
registrar of the Wantage County Court, and clerk to the 
Commissioners of Taxes. ; 


Mr. Wittiam Satrertey Lorp, barrister, has beeg 
appointed one of her Majesty’s Counsel for the Colony , 
Griqualand West. Mr. Lord was educated at St. Paul S 
Schcol and at Magdalen College, Cambridge. He practised 
for several years as a special pleader, and was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1873. He was 
formerly a member of the Home Circuit, and was appointed 
Attorney-General of Griquala nd West in 1878. 


Mr. Joun Jessop Mixnes, solicitor, of Huddersfield, bas 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for the 
West Riding of Yorkshire. 


Mr. Cyarztes Wit1tiam PAxnMen, solicitor (of the firm of 
Barlow, Palmer, & Bonnett), of Cambridge, has been 
elected Clerk to the Cambridge Improvement Commissioners, 
on the resignation of his senior partner, Mr. Frederic Bar- 
low, who is also clerk to the County Magistrates and coroner 
for the county. Mr. Palmer was admitted a solicitor in 
1869. 


Mr. Epmunp Ropertson, barrister, has been appointed 
Professor of Roman Law at University College, London. 
Mr. Robertson was educated at the University of St. 
Andrews, and at Lincoln College, Oxford, where he graduated 
first class in ditere humaniores in 1870. He obtained the 
Vinerian Law Scholarship in 1871, and was elected a 
Fellow of Corpus Christi College. He was called to the bar 
at Lincoln's-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1871, and he is a 
member cf the Northern Circuit. 


Mr. Artuur James Sarruey, solicitor, youngest son of 
Mr. Shirley, town clerk of Doncaster, has been unanimously 
elected by the corporation Coroner for that h in place 
of the late Mr. John Lister, F.R.G.S., who held the 
office nearly thirty years. The newly elected coroner was 
admitted a solicitor in Hilary Sittings, 1876. 

Mr. James Syrxss, solicitor (of the firm of May, Sykes, 
& ae of Adelaide-place and St. Mary Cray, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 








On Monday the House of Lords did not sit to hear 
appeals ia consequence of the illness of Lord Gordon, 
and on ay vhere was no aitting by reason of the 
Lord Chancellor having to attead a Cabinet Council, 
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Obituarp. 


MR. JAMES VALLACK. 


Mr. James Vallack, solicitor, of Derby, died on the 2nd 
inst., in his eightieth year, after a very short illness. Mr. 
Vallack was born in 1800, and was itted a solicitor in 
1834, and had ever since practised at Derby, being one of 
the oldest solicitors in the county. He was for several years 
a member of the Derby Town Council, but he retired from 
that position in 1857, when he was elected coroner for the 
borough, which office he held until his death. Mr. Vallack 
was for many years solicitor to the Derby Building and In- 
vestment Society, and his private business was large. He 
was a man of kindly disposition, and was gifted with great 
powers of humour. For several months the duties of 
coroner had been performed by a deputy, but Mr. Vallack 
— regularly at his office until a few days before his 
eath. 





Sucteties. 


SOLICITORS BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association was held on Wednesday, March 12, at the 
Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, the following being 
present:—Mr. Sidney Smith, in the chair; Messrs. Asker 
(Norwich), Brook, Hedger, Hooper (Exeter), Price, Roscoe, 
and Woolbert; Mr. Eiffe, secretary. A sum of £190 was 
distributed in grants of assistance, two new members were 
admitted to the association, and other general business trans- 
acted. 


BARRISTERS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The annual meeting of this society was held at Lincoln’s- 
inn Hall, on Wednesday. The Master of the Rolls occu- 
pied the chair, and among the members present were Mr. 
Justice Denman, Mr. Justice Manisty, Sir Henry James, 
Q.C., M.P., Sir Henry Jackson, Bart. Q.C., M.P., Mr. Kay, 
Q.C., Mr. Aston, Q.C., and Mr. Chitty, Q.C.—The report 
stated that during the past year good and substantial 
progress had been made, and 155 new members had joined. 
The increase in annual subscriptions was £179, making in 
the whole £1,203, and donations to the amount of £1,953, 
had been received or promised. Thirty-eight new appli- 
cations had been made for relief, twenty-six of which had 
been granted, the sum so expended being £1,318 18s. 
Although the fands bad increased, there had been more 
than a corresponding increase in the number of applications, 
and the sums granted had exceeded the amount derived 
from subscriptions. The chairman said the growth of the 
society was to be attributed to the increase in the numbers 
of the profession, which had considerably diminished 
the chances of success. Moreover, when the members 
were fewer the profession were better acquainted with 
one snother, and any distress was privately relieved. 
The objects of the society were to afford assistance in the 
shape of loans to struggling barristers, to support those 
those whom he called “ failed men,” either in mind or body, 
and to relieve the widows and orphans of those who had 
been unable to make provision for them. The society 
depended — the gratuitous exertions of the com- 
mittee, and the lest possible portion of the donations 
was absorbed in expenses. He felt that the best thanks of 
the association were due to the committee for the self-deny- 
ing and kindly interest they had taken in their work, and 
the manzer in which they had edit. He moved that 
the report be received, approved, printed, and circulated. 
Sir Henry Jackson seconded the motion, which was passed 
unenimourly, The committee and auditors were re- 
appointed, the thanks of the meeting being accorded to them 
for their labours during the past year, ro | to the Master of 
the Rolls for presiding. 


nee 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the usual weekly meeting of this society, held at the 
Law Institation, -lane, on Tuesday evening, the 








4th inst., Mr. J. W. Mills in the chair, after some motions » 
relating to the affairs of the society had been disposed of, a 
resolution was brought forward by the treasurer, seconded 

by the secretary, “That it is desirable that the society 
should become a corporate member of the Social Science 
Association, and that the treasurer and secretary be 

instructed to take the necessary steps therefor.” After a 

short discussion the motion was agreed to unanimously, and 

it has since been carried into effect. 

At the following meeting on the 11th inst., Mr, 8. Garrett 
in the chair, the question appointed for discussion was,— 
‘Tg the volunteer force sufficient for the purpose for which 
it is established?” Mr. Lloyd Jones opened the discussion 
in the negative, pointing out the possibility of an invasion 
when our standing army was required abroad, and maintain- 
ing that the present discipline of the volunteer force was- 
not sufficient to place a trained army in the field on a short 
notice. Mr. Bilney followed, and took the opposite view, 
and this side was generally supported in the debate during 
the evening, it being contended that the high average 
number of efficients proved the volunteer force to be snfii- 
cient for the purpose for which it was established. The 
opener replied, and, on the question being put to the vote, 
it was carried in the affirmative. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The above society held its usual meeting at the Law Institu- 
tion on Monday last, the 10th inst., under the presidency of 
Mr. E. H. Quicke. The subject for discussion was the following: 
—Is the decision in the Agar-Eilis case that a pro- 
mise given by a man upon marriage to allow the children 
to be brought up in the wife’s religion cannot be enforced 
consistent with true principles of law and justice?’”? On 
the motion of Mr. Shirley Shirley, seconded by Messrs, Ward, 
Eustace Smith, and Kains-Jackson, the chairman struck ont 
the words from “that”? to “enforced.” Mr. Parker ther 
opened the debate in the affirmative, and was supported by 
Messrs. Ward, Kains-Jackson, Collyer, Gatey, Maclaren, 
and Cartis, and Messrs. Shirley Shirley, Eustace Smith, 
Fox, Kelke, and Strachan opposed. Mr. Parker replied. 
The chairman then put the motion to the meeting as amended, 
when there was an equal number for and against. A division 
was called for, and, the numbers being still equal, the chair- 
man decided in the affirmative by his casting vote. The 
house adjourned at 9.55 p.m. 

The above society also held its usual weekly meeting on 
Wednesday, the 12th inst., under the presidency of Mr. 
Dowson, the subject for discussion being, ‘‘ That Englané 
is pursuing an unwise and unjustifiable policy in relation 
to the affairs of South Africa.”” The debate was opened 
by Mr. Ashton Cross in the affirmative, who was supported 
by Messrs. Spokes, Shirley Shirley, Acland, and Carpenter; 
and Messrs. Collyer & Templer opposed. Mr. Owen, at 
the request of the chairman, replied on behalf of Mr. 
Ashton Cross, who was not then present. The chairman 
summed up and put the motion to the meeting, when it was 
carried by a majority of two. The house adjourned at 
9.45 p.m. 


WORCESTER LEGAL DEBATING CLUB. 


A general meeting of this club was held on Wednesday 
evening, the 5th inst., in the Law Library, Mr. W. W. A. 
Tree, LL.B., in the chair, The other mombers present were 
—Mr. E. A. Davis, Mr. F. Ronald Jeffory, Mr. H. Corbett, 
Mr. G. E. M. Taylor, Mr. T. G. Stallard, Mr. G. S. Blake- 
way, Mr. J. H. Yongo, and Mr. 8. G. N. Spofforth, hon. sec- 
retary. A letter was read from Mr. H. Caldicott, apologising 
for his absence. 

The Chairman alluded in very fecling terms to the lamented 
death of Mr, H. FE. Macdonald, and moved the following 
resolution, which was carried unanimously :—“ That 
members of the Worcester Legal Debating Club desire to 
record their sense of the very great loss the club has sustained 
in the death of Mr. Horace Eustace Macdonald, who, as an 
active and a oe member and committeeman, and by his 
many good qualities, had long and deservedly won the high 


esteem of all its members, and they also desire pw: ee their - 
Mac 


extreme sympathy and condolence with Mrs. onald in 


her bereavement, That acopy of the above resolution be 
, 





forwarded by the secretary to Mrs. Macdonald.’ 
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. F. Ronald Jeffery was elected secretary in the place 
-of <i Spofforth, who is about taking up his residence in 
‘Tewkesbury, and Mr. Blakeway was elected on the committee 
jn the place of the late Mr. Macdonald. ‘ 

A very interesting debate followed on a moot point of 
Jaw relative to the construction of a will. Many cases were 
yeferred to during the debate, one of the most important 
being that of O’ Mahoney v. Burdett, recently decided in the 

use of Lords. 
aoe the debate the Chairman, in a few appropriate words, 
referred to the active and painstaking interest which Mr. 

fforth as their secretary had always shown in the welfare 
Tae club, and the conviction of the members that it was 
to his untiring energy that its success was mainly attribut- 
able, and on behalf of the members generally desired him to 
accept a handsome marble time-piece, upon which was a 
coils inscription, in recognition of their appreciation of 
his services, and as a token of their esteem.—Mr. Spofforth 
having appropriately replied, the meeting separated. 


MANCHESTER LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING 
SOCIETY. 


The tenth meeting of the session was held on Tuesday 
evening last, when the chair was taken by E. Robinson 
Walker, Esq., solicitor, The following was the subject 
for discussion :—“ A., a solicitor’s clerk, receives on behalf 
of his master a sum of money as rent due to B., the owner 
-of the property, and for whom the solicitor acts as agent. 
There is a large amount due from the solicitorto A. for 
salary. Should A. retain the money, and the solicitor 
abscond, has the owner any remedy, and, if so, against 
whom?” ‘The debate was opened in the affirmative by Mr. 
W. Slater (hon sec.), who said he proposed to deal with this 
point ina rather unusual manner—viz., that, instead of 
endeavouring to show who was liable, he should endeavour 
to show who was not. He then proceeded to deal with the 
point as involving solely a question of privity of contract, 
showing, first, that there was a privity. between the tenant of 
the pert and the owner, but that that had been suspended 
by the appointment of the solicitor as agent ; secondly, that 
there was no privity between the owncr and the solicitor’s 
clerk ; and, thirdly, that there was a privity, and the only 
ye between the owner and the absconding solicitor. 

. Stocks followed in the negative, and, from the form of 
the question, felt himself bound to confess that the owner 
had a remedy, and, c ting the case of Stevens v. Badcock, 
reported in Barnewell and Adolphus, contended that the 
solicitor’s clerk received the money as agent for the 
solicitor, and was bound to account only to him for it. 
Mr. Dobson and Mr. C. R. M. Smith followed on the 
affirmative and negative sides respectively, and the debate, 
having been declared open, was participated in with great 
spirit, during which several incidental points of law were 
discussed. Mr. Slater having repliod to the effect that there 
masa civil remedy against the solicitor only, the chairman, 
in a very able speech, summed up and put the question to 
the meeting in the following form, viz.—Were the tenants 
liable? Decided not. Was tke clerk liable tothe owner ? 
Decided not. Had the owner o:+. wefy against the solici- 

tor? Decided unarimously that he haa. A vote of thanks 
to the chairman brought the meeting to a close, There was 
& very large attendance. 








A meeting of the Royal Commission to inquire into the 
sale, exchange, and resignation of ecclesiastical benefices, 
was held on March 12, at 13, Delahay-strect, Westminster. 
Present—the Earl of Devon, Lord George Cavendish, M.P., 
Viscount Midleton, the Bishop of Peterborough, in the 
chair, the Bishop of Ely, Sir William H. Stephenson, K.C.B., 
the Ven. Archdeacon , George Cubitt, Esq., M.P., 
the Rev. George Venables, and the secretary, C. Stuart 
Wortley, Esq. 

On Saturday, in the First Division of the Court df 
Session, Edinburgh, the Earl of Glasgow presented, to a full 
bench of the judges, his commission appointing him to the 
office of Lord Clerk Registrar of Scotland. The earl, who 


was attired in his robes of office, handed his commission to 
the Lord President, who asked if it was the pleasure of the 
court that the document shonld be recorded. This was 
Agreed to, and the carl then took the oaths of office. 





Legal News. 
‘ Lady Wensleydale died on Tuesday at the age of eigh’y- 
ve. 


On Monday evening, in the House of Commons, Mr. 
Cowen asked the First Commissioner of Works whether it 
was true that, by order of the Lord Chief Justice, all the - 
inlets and outlets for ventilation in the Court of Queen’s 
Bench were kept closed. Mr. Gerard Noel said, I am in- 
formed that what the hon. member states in the question is 
correct. But the Lord Chief Justice has himself on one or 
two occasions ordered one or two of the windows to be 
opened. 

The Manchester Guardian is informed that a rule for pro- 
hibition out of the Queen’s Bench against Messrs. Kearsley, 
Slater, & Watts, solicitors, of Manchester, and the judge 
of the Salford Hundred Court of Record, has been dismissed, 
with costs, Mr. Justice Lopes ruling that these gentlemen 
were perfectly right in treating as a nullity the recent Order 
in Council exempting the borough of Oldham from the juris- 
diction of the Salford Hundred Court of Record. The 
effect of this (subject to appeal) is that writs can now be 
issued from the Court of Record for the recovery of debts 
contracted in Oldham and the surrounding districts within 
the borough. 


The Builder states that the works at the intended new 
police-courts and station in Bow-stree6 were commenced 
on the 8rd inst. The structure will cover nearly half an 
acre, and will have a frontage to Bow-street 170ft. in 
length, immediately opposite to Covent-garden Theatre, 
with a bold architectural elevation in Portland stone. 
Under one roof it will contuin the police-statioa—in- 
cluding the general offices, spacious and convenient ac- 
commodation for upwards of 100 officers of the force, with 
prisoners’ cells—and also two police-courts for the transac- 
tion of public business, attached to which will be two 
magistrates’ retiring rooms, a magistrates’ consultation 
room, @ law library, together with the magistrates’ clerks’ 
and other general offices. The principal court, on the 
ground floor of the building, will be 40ft. in length and 
30ft. in width, with a height of 26ft. to the ceiling, above 
which, in the centre, there will be a lantern, for light and 
ventilation purposes, 19ft. in height. In addition to two 
large entrances to the court for ingress and egress, for the 
general public, there will also be separate and independent 
entrances for witnesses, solicitors, and reporters respect- 
ively. The second court will be om the first floor, and is 
intended to be called the Extradition Court, where cases of 
that character, among others, will be heard. The estimated 
cost is set down at £120,000. It is expected that the 
building will be completed and ready for occupation in 
about eighteen months. 


A meeting of the members of the Inner and Middie Temple 
was held, on the 6th inst., in the lecture-hall of the Inner 
Temple, to discuss the expediency of establishing in the 
Temple a common room and reading-room for the use of 
the members of the two societies. Sir Patrick Colquboun, 
Q.C., occupied the chair, and there was a considerable 
attendance of members, The chairman said that he had 
been asked to preside at the meeting, and had consented to 
do so with much pleasure, as he cordially approved the 
objects in view. It was proposed to have a general room at 
which the members might meet and converse, where the 
newspapers and periodicals would be taken in, and where 
men could write and receive letters. Speaking for himself 
in his individual capacity, and not as one of the masters of 
tho bench, he would promise to afford the movement every 
facility in his power, and advocate its cause among his 
colleagues, Mr. Swinfen Eady, LL.D., then moved the first 
resolution, ‘* That the proposal to establish in the Temple a 
common room with reading and writing rooms attached is 
worthy of support,” and after pig as wy bee meeting 
upon the considerable attendance, proceeded shortly to ex- 
plain the nature of the scheme. It was to obtain 
a set of chambers somewhere in the Temple in as con- 
venient a position for the members of the two societies as 
possible ; to have one room for a reading-room where all the 
principal daily and weekly papers and the leading magazines 
would be taken in; another room for a smoking-room ; a 
third as a writing or correspondence room, where members 
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would be able to write letters, and also to have their letters 
addressed there, or perhaps instead of having a separate 
room for this, it might be combined with the reading-room; 
and, lastly, another room asa common room where members 
would be able to meet and converse, where any friends 
could see them and call for them, and generally which the 
members of the proposed institution could make their head 
quarters. The proposed institution was to be open to all 
members of the two societies on payment ofa small sub- 
scription, say not to exceed one guinea per year. An 
attendant would be there all day who would take in letters 
and m and answer inquiries. Mr. Fielding Clarke 
said that he had been asked to second: the resolution, and 
after the full manner in which the mover had dealt with the 
subject he had but little to add beyond expressing his hearty 
approval of the scheme. Mr. Tamplin supported the resolu- 
tion, and said that he had long felt the want of some such 
institution. Theresolution was put and carried unanimously. 
Mr. Shirley Shirley moved the next resolution, “ That a 
provisional committee of seven members be forthwith elected 
tomake preliminary inquiries as to probable outlay and annual 
expense, and with power to petition the benchers of either 
Inn to lease a set of chambers for such purpose, either rent 
free or at a reduced rent, and report to a future meeting. 
Mr. T. Eustace Smith, in seconding the resolution, re- 
minded the meeting that the resolution was a mere pro- 
visional arrangement from which they could not incur any; 
liability. Mr. St. Leger Daniels supported the proposal, as 
some such institution was much needed. Mr. Willoughby 
Jones supported the resolution. The motion was then put 
and carried unanimously, and the following committee was 
appointed :—Messrs. Swinfen Eady, Shirley Shirley, 
Willoughby Jones, and Eustace Smith, Inner Temple; and 
Messrs. Fielding Clarke, Tamplin, and Poynter, of the 
Middle Temple, On the motion of Mr. St. Leger Daniels, 
seconded by Mr. Poynter, the meeting was adjourned to the 
31st of March to receive the report of the committee. After 
@ hearty vote of thanks to Sir Patrick Colquhoun for 
—_ had been passed by acclamation, the meeting 
roke up. 





Leqislatian of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
MARCH 6.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Bitts.—East Cornwall Mineral, Chester Ceme- 
tery. 


Assizes. 


MARCH 7.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Private Birts.—Colwyn Bay and Pwilycrochon Zstate, 

Felixstowe Railway and Pier, Cornwall Minerals Railway, 

Croegor and Portmadoc Railway, South Essex and Dengie 

Flats Reclamation, London General Omnibus Company. 

BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
AssizEs. 
BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Conservancy or Rivers. 

MARCH 10.—BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Baxxnzvrtcy. Dezxtors Act (1869) AmenpmMenr. 
MARCH 11.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 

Paivaty Bitu.—Bristol Port Railway and Pier. 
Meznicat Act Amenpmext. Consotuparep Funp (No. 1). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

MARCH 6.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Excuravex Bomwps (No.1). Comsossparen Funp (No, 1). 
Port Heavrn Act (1875) Amenpuenr. 

BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Eacecovrses (Mernororis) (passed through Committee). 
MARCH 7.~BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
fExcuveure Bowvs (No 1) (passed through Committee), 
(PILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Comsotsvaren Fump (No. 1), 

“" MARCH 10—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Puvate Bris. — Colchester Water, Corris Railway, 
Cranbrook and Paddock Wood Railway, Didcot, Newbury, 





—_— 
and Southampton Junction Railway, Halesowen Railway 
Lewes Cattle Market, Manchester, Sheffield,.and Lingola, 
shire Railway, New River Company, Severn Bridge ang, 
Forest of Dean Central Railway, Swindon, Marlborough, 
and Andover Railway, Bury St. Edmund's Gas, Whitehaye, 
Town and Harbour Trust Extension (Railway, &c.) 
Frrenpiy Socrerres Acr (1875) AmenpMENT. Reacrerpy. 
TION OF Bratus, Deatus, AND MaRRIAGES (Army), 


BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Excueqvzr Bonps (No. 1). 
MARCH 11.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private But.—Liverpool Lighting. 

BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Farenpty Socretres Act (1875) AMENDMENT (passed 

through Committee). RecisrraTion oF Burrus, fp, 
(Army) (passed through Committee). 


BILL READ A THIRD TIME, 
Banxers’ Booxs EvipEnce. 


MARCH 12.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME, 
Private Bitis.—EHast London Railway, Ramsgate-and, 
Margate Tramways, Hast Indian Railway (referred to 
Select Committee). 
Moriny. 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Hasrrvat Dronkarps. Frrenpty Societies Act (1875) 
AmenDMENT. Registration or Birtus, Dzarus, ap. 
Marriages (Army). 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
JUDICATURE Acts AMENDMENT (Mr. Cowen). 


ASSIZES. 


The following is the Government Bill to amend the law 
respecting the holding of assizes. 

1. Short title.] This Act may be cited as the Spring 
Assizes Act, 1879. 

2. Extension to spring assizes of power of her Majesty as 
to winter assizes.—39 § 40 Vict. c. 57.] Whereas it is ex. 
pedient to enable her Majesty to unite counties for the 
purpose of holding spring assizes in the manner in which 
ber Majesty is authorized to unite counties for the purpose 
of holding wixter assizes, and to make similar provision in 
relation to the jarisdiction of the Central Criminal Court 
over offences committed in the neighbouring counties.to 
that which her Majesty is able to make under the Winter 
Assizes Act, 1876: Be it therefore enacted as follows: 

The Winter Assizes Act, 1876, shall be construed as if 
that Act were herein enacted, with the substitution of 
“gpring assizes”’ for “‘ winter assizes,” and of the months 
of March, April, and May for the months of November, 
December, and January respectively. 

8. Execution of sentence of death.—40 § 41 Vict, ¢. 21.} 
Notwithstanding anything in the Prison Act, 1877, or any- 
thing done in pursuance of that Act, where judgment of 
death has been upon ® convict at any assizes held 
after the passing of this Act, the jadgment may be carried 
into exeeution in any prison in which the convict was con- 
fined for the purpose of safe custody prior to his removal 
to the place where the assizes were held, and the sheriff 
of the county for which such assizes were held shall be 
charged with the execution of that jadgment, and shall for 
that purpose have the same jurisdiction and powers, and 
be subject to the same duties in the prison in which the 
judgment is to be carried into execution, although sich 
prison ig not situate within his county, as he has by law 
with to the common gaol of his county, or 
have had if the Prison Act, 1865, and the Act, 
1877, had not passed. 

The coroner, whose duty it is to hold an inquest on the 
bodies of prisoners dying in any prison, shall hold an in- 
quest in accordance with the Capital Punishment (Amend- 
—_ Act, 1868, on the body of avy convict executed in 

t prison. 

Nothing in this section shall affect any power authorized 
to be exercised by Order in Council under the Winter 
Assizes Act, 1876, and this Act. 

4. Definitions.) In thia Aot— 

The expression “assizes” means any court of assize OF 

any sessions of oyer and terminer or gaol delivery: 
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The expression ‘‘ county” includes a county of a city 
and a county of a town, and any such division of a 
county a8 is constitated by Order in Council under the 
Act of the session of the third and fourth years of 
King William the Fourth, chapter seventy-one in- 
tituled ‘an Act for the appointment of convenient 
places for the holding of assizes in England and Wales,” 
and the sheriff for a county so divided shall for the 
purposes of this Act be deemed to be the sheriff for 
such division of a county. 





PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS AND 
CORRUPT PRACTICES. 


The following is the Government Bill to amend and con- 
tinue the Acts relating to election petitions, and to the 
prevention of corrupt practices at parliamentary elections. 

1. Short titles of Acts.] This Act may be cited as the 
Parliamentary Elections Act, 1879. 

The Acts mentioned in the first part of the first schedule 
to this Act are in this Act referred to, and may be cited as 
the Corrupt Practices Acts, 1854 to 1863, and each of them 
may be cited as the Corrupt Practices Prevention Act of 
the year in which it was passed. 

The Act of the session of the fifteenth and sixteenth years 
of the reign of her present Majesty, chapter fifty-seven, 
intituled “ An Act to provide for more effectual inquiry into 
the circumstances of corrupt practices at elections for 
members to serve in Parliament,” is in this Act referred to 
and may be cited as the Election Commissioners Act, 1852. 

2. Definitions.] Expressions in this Act shall have the 
same meaning as they have in the Parliamentary Elections 
Act, 1868. 

3. Report by election judge as to being prevented from 
reporting respecting corrupt practices by concealment of 
material facts or other acts by parties to the petition.] Where 
any charge is made in an election petition of any corrupt 
practice having been committed at the election to which the 
petition relates, the judge shall, in addition to the certificate 
Tequired by section eleven of the Parliamentary Elections 
Act, 1868, and at the same time report in writing to the 
Speaker whether the parties to the petition, or my of them, 
have by concealing or attempting to conceal or wilfully pre- 
venting the disclosure of material facts, or by withdrawing 
the petition, or by abandoning the opposition thereto, or 
otherwise prevented the judge from ascertaining the particu- 
lars respecting corrupt practices required by the said section 
to be reported in writing to the Speaker. 

4. Effect of report of judge as to being prevented from re- 
porting respecting corrupt practices.] If the judge reports 
that the parties to the petition, or any of them, have in 
manner aforesaid prevented him from ascertaining the 
particulars respecting corrupt practices required by the 
said section to be reported in writing to the Speaker, such 
report shall, for all. the purposes of the Election Commis- 
sioners Act, 1852, have the same effect, and may be dealt 
with in the same manner as if it were a report of a com- 
mittee of the House of Commons appointed to inquire into 
the existence of corrupt practices, and upon a joint address 
of both Houses of Parliament toher Majesty commissioners 
md be appointed accordingly under the last-mentioned 

0 

5. Power totry election petition elsewhere than in county or 
borough.—See 31 ¢ 82 Vict. c, 125, s. 11, § 11.] The court 
may, with the consent of all parties to an election petition, 
direct the trial of that petition to take place, if it relates 
to an election in Mngland, at London or Westminster, and 
if it relates to.an election in Sootland at Edinbargb, and 
if it relates to.an election in Ireland at Dublin, or to take 
place in any other place which appears to such judge to 

convenient. 

A jedge trying-en election petition shall be received, and 
the expenses receiving him and providing him with 
rane Comentieneb the proper court shall be de- 


1.) Where he tries it at'London or Westminster in like 
manner as if he wore sitting at nisi prive in London 
or Westminster, as the case maybe ; and 

(2.) Where he tries it at Edinburgh in like manner as if 
he were holding a jury trial at Edinburgh ; and 

(8:) If he tries itat Dablin, as if he were sitting at nisi 

prive in’ Dublin. 





6. Vote given to person disqualified for corrupt practice 

not thrown away until reported guilty by election tribunal. } 

On the trial of a petition relating to an election a vote given 

for a candidate whois incapable of being elected by reason 

of having been guilty by himself or his agents of any corrapt 

practice shall not be deemed to have been thrown away, 

unless such candidate has previously to his nomination been 

reported to have been so guilty by a committee of the House 

of Commons, or by the report of the judge upon an election 
tition. 

7 Regulations as to report of personal bribery, and ap- 

peal therefrom.] The following regulations shall be enacted 

with respect to the report of a judge finding that bribery 
has been committed by or with the knowledge and consent 
of any candidate at an election, that is to say :— 

(1) Where it is found by the report of a judge upon an 
election petition that bribery has been committed by 
or with the knowledge and consent of any candidate 
at an election (which bribery is in this Act referred 
to as “personal bribery”), then, if such candidate 
has been returned as a member, or if the judge has 
stated in his report that such candidate received a 
majority of lawful votes at such election, the judge 
shall state, in his certificate to the Speaker, whether 
the election of such candidate is void on the ground 
of personal bribery alone, or on any other and what 
ground. 

(2) A candidate may appeal against such part of the re- 
port of a judge on an election petition as finds him 
guilty of personal bribery, in England and Ireland to 
her Majesty’s Court of Appeal, and in Scotland to 
either division of the Inner House of the Court of 
Session, provided that he. serves in the prescribed 
manner and within the prescribed time, not bei 
more than six clear days after the report appeal 
from has been made to the Speaker, notice of his 

intention to appeal on the petitioner who presented 
the election petition on which the report is based, and 
also on the Speaker. 

(3) The proceedings on any appeal under this section 
shall be such as would be had if the report so appealed 
against were a final judgment or order of the High 
Court of Justice, and in Scotland of a Lord Ordinary 
in the Court of Session, subject nevertheless to an 
rules of court for carrying into effect this Act whi 
may be made in manner provided by the Supreme 
Court of Judicature Act, 1875, with respect to the 
rules of court to be made after the commencement of 
that Act, and ia Scotland by Act of Sederunt of the 
Court of Session. 

(4) ‘‘ Prescribed” in this section means prescribed by any 
such rules of court as aforesaid. 

(5) The decision of the Court of Appeal as to whether the 
appellant has or has not been guilty of personal 
bribery shall be final, and sball have the same effect 
as if it had been the determination of the judge 
whose report was appealed from. Such decision 
shall be certified by the court to the Speaker, and if 
the report appealed from be confirmed, a note to that 
effect shall be added to such report, but if the 
appealed from be not coufirmed, such modifications 
as may be necessary shall be made, and in such 
manner as the Speaker may determine, in the certifi- 
cate of the determination of the judge given to the 
Speaker, and also in any report made to the Speaker 
with a view to make the certificate and report con- 
form to the decision of the Court of Appeal, and in 
Scotland to the decision of the Division of the Inner 
House of the Court of Session. 

(6) So much of the Parliamentary Elections Act, 1868, 
as provides that: when.a judge has certified in writing 
his determination on an election petition to the 
Speaker his determination shall be final to all 
intents and purposes, shall be deemed to be modified 
so far as be capes for giving rn to the 
provisions of this Act relating to an ap against 
& report finding a candidate guilty of personal 


8. Limitation of time for prosecution of practioss.— 
See 17 & 18 Viet. e. 108, s. 14, 26 & 27 Viet. e, 29, & 5.) 
A person shall not be liable to any punishment, penalty, or 
forfeiture in respect of any offence under the Corrapt 
Practices Prevention Acta, 1854 and 1863, unless the pro- 
seoution of such offence, or the legal proceedings for the 
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recovery of such penalty or forfeiture, be commenced within 
one year after the offence is committed, or—where the 
offender is reported by the judge trying an election petition 
relating to the election at which the offence is alleged to 
have been committed, or by commissioners appointed in 
pursuance of the Election Commissioners Act, 1852, to 
inquire into the conduct of that election, to have been guilty 
of a corrupt practice—then within one year after such report 
is laid before Parliament. 

For the purposes of this section the issue of a summons, 
warrant, writ or other process shall not be deemed to be a 
commencement of a prosecution or legal proceeding until it 
has been served on or exeeuted against the alleged offender, 
except where such service or execution is prevented by the 
absconding or concealment or act of the alleged offender. 

9. Repeal of Acts.}] The Acts mentioned in the second 
schedule to this Act are hereby repealed to the extent in 
the third column of that schedule mentioned: Provided that 
such appeal shall not render any person liable to any pro- 
secution, penalty, or forfei:ure to which he would not have 
been liable if this repeal had not been enacted. 

10. Continuance of Acts.] This Act and the Acts men- 
tioned in the first schedule to this Act, so far as they are 
unrepealed, shall continue in force until the thirty-first day 
of December, one thcusand eight hundred and eighty, and 
to the end of the then next session of Parliament, and any 
enactments amending or affecting the enactments continued 
by this Act shall, in so far as they are temporary in their 
duration, be continued in like manner. 


FIRST SCHEDULE. 
Acts REFrgeRRED To. 





| 


Session & Chapter. | 


Title. 








Parr I. 
17 & 18 Vict. c. 102 | 


' 
| The Corrupt Practices Prevention 
Act, 1854, 

An Act to continue and Amend the 
Corrupt Practices Prevention Act, 
1854. 

| An Act to amend and continue the 

Law relating to Corrupt Practices 

at Elections of Members of 

Parliament. 


21 & 22 Vict. c. 87 


26 & 27 Vict. c. 29 


Pant II. 


The Parliamentary Elections Act, 
1868. 

The Corrupt Practices Commission 
Expenses Act, 1869. 

The Election Commissioners Expenges 
Act, 1871. 


31 & 32 Vict. ce. 125 
32 & 33 Vict. c. 21 
34 & 35 Vict. c. 61 








SECOND SCHEDULE. 
Acts REepeaep. 





Session and | . Extent of 
Cc ty Title. Repeal, 
17 £18 Vict. | The Corrupt Practices Pre- | Section 14. 

ce. 102 |  wention Act, 1854 
26 & 27 Vict. | An Act to amend and con- | Section 5. 
c. 29 | tinue the Law relating to 
Corrupt Practices at Elec- 
| tion of Members of Parlia- 
| ment 











High Court of Justice, 


QUEEN'S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Before Fretp, J., without a jury.) 
March 11.—Jbbotson vy. Shippey and another, 

This was an action for negligence against Messrs, Shippey 
& Field, a firm of solicitors practising at Manchester, 

The plaintiff appeared in person. 

Edwards, Q.C., appeared for the defendants. 

In the latter part of 1877 a firm with whom the Plain. 
tiff had had business transactions went into liquidation 
and the plaintiff consulted Mr. Field, one of the defen. 
dants, with reference to a claim which he had against the 
firm. The charges of negligence eventually resolved them. 
selves'into two, the first of which was that Mr. Field had 
advised the plaintiff that his claim could not be made jp 
the bankruptcy, whereas, in point of law, it could have 
been so made. Upon this charge Mr. Field stated that he 
had advised the plaintiff that the claim could be made 
in bankruptcy, and his lordship was of opinion, upon a 
perusal of the correspondence, that this was the advice 
which had been given, and that it was correct. The second 
charge of negligence was that, in an action which arose ont 
of the same matter as the advice above referred to, the 
defendants had not inserted statements in the statement of 
defence of the plaintiff, who was then defendant, which he 
had instructed them to insert. His lordship, however, held 
that a solicitor was not bound to insert in a pleading what- 
ever a client asked him to insert, and that he would often be 
very negligent if he did insert matter which the client wished 
to be included. 

His Lorpsurr found a verdict and directed judgment to 
be entered for the defendants, and remarked that Mr. Field 
throughout seemed to him to have advised the plaintiff with 
the greatest care, and that not only was the advice given in 
the interest of the plaintiff, but was against the defendants’ 
own interests, for had Mr. Field followed the course which 
the plaintiff desired, the plaintiff might have been involved 
in protracted litigation, which would have increased the 
costs by many hundreds of pounds. 

Judgment for the defendants, 





EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Kerry, C.B., and Hupptestox, B,) 


March 7,—Aspin v. Wilkinson and others—Heaton v. The 
same. 

This case raised a point of importance as regards the rela- 
tion between solicitors and their clients. 

Herschell, Q.C., Gully, Q.C., and Bigham were for the 
a age in support of the appeal from Mr. Justice Field's 
order. 

Bigham ee for the plaintiffs to show cause against a 
sumsnons referred by Mr. Justice Lopes to the court, in sup- 
port of which 

Moulton appeared on behalf of two defendants, Calton and 
Reddish. 


Charles Russell, Q.0., appeared for the defendant Wilkin- 


son; 

Ambrose, Q.C., for the defendant Aspden ; 

Pope, Q.C., appeared to meke a personal explanation ; and 

Lane, for Mr. E. Richardson. 

These were actions of fraud and misrepresentation in 4 
prospectus, brought against the promoters and directors of 
the White Ash Paper Company—Messrs. Wilkinson, E. 
Richardson, Calton, Aspden, Reddish, Farnworth, and 
Gourlay. They stood originally fixed for trial at the 
Manchester Summer Assizes last year; but on Jaly 20,4 
Saturday, all the counsel, solicitors, and clients, 

Mr. E. Richardson, met, and an arrangement was made 
that the record should be withdrawn, imputations being also 
withdrawn, and that tho defendants should purchase the 
remaining shares of the plaintiffs at 12s, 6d. in the pound ; 
and also the shares of certain other shareholders, who, 
though not parties to these actions, had threatened pro- 
ceedings, at the same price. It was stated that Mr. John 
Richardson and his son, who were acting as solicitors for 
the former's brother, Edmund, did attend the moeting- 
Accordingly a judge's order of Mr. Baron Huddleston was 





drawn up on the Monday following, embodying these 
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terms, and sent up to London, where it was stamped by the 
ghamber clerk. with the learned baron’s signature. Sub- 
gquently Mr. E. Richardson refused to be bound by the 
compromise, and on November 22 applied to Mr. Justice 
in chambers, to set aside Mr. Baron Huddleston’s order 

gofar as be was concerned, on the grounds that he had ex- 
ressly refused to compromise the action on any terms ; 
and, secondly, that the settlement could not bind him, 
jnasmuch as it dealt with matters outside the action—viz., 
theshares of the other shareholders. This application Mr. 
Justice Field granted, and varied Mr. Baron Huddleston’s 
order in this way. From this order the plaintiffs appealed. 
nently, a fortnight ago, Messrs. Calton and Reddish, 

two other defendants, took out a summons to show cause 
why they should not be dismissed from the arrangement 
also, and this was referred by Mr. Justice Lopes to the 
and the two matters came on together for argament. 

Herschel submitted that the defendant, E. Richardson, 
and the others were bound by the agreement. There was 
no question of contribution in the action; the defendants 
had severed their defences and pleaded severally. They 
were all severally liable, His clients had now no objec- 
tion to try, only if they had to pay the costs a large sum 
of money would have been thrown away, as they were all 
ready for trial, with their witnesses, at Manchester. 

HuppuiesTon, B., observed that he saw ‘the hardship on 
the plaintiff ; he had a difficulty in fixing the blame on any 
one, except on the solicitor for Mr. E, Richardson, for not 
having told Mr. Pope not to consent. 

Pope said he certainly should not have signed had he not 
understood his client to consent. 

Moulton, for Mr, Calton and Mr, Reddish, remarked that 
if Mr. E. Richardson were discharged, his clients certainly 
should be so too. If Mr. E. Richardson had come before 
the learned baron, the original order never would have 
been made. 

Russell said the order of Mr. Baron Huddleston was 
purely ministerial ; there was no exercise of judicial dis- 
cretion or judgment in the matter; the clerk had put his 
name to the order as a matter of course. 

Ke..y, 0.B., observed that he saw nothing to prevent 
an action in the Chancery Division to compel the other six 
consenting parties to carry out their agreement. 

Russell said if the court thought Mr. E. Richardson 
should be discharged there was nothing to prejudice the 
ather legal questions ; but the plaintiffs might take what- 
ever course they might be advised. 

Ambrose, for Aspden, said he was willing to abide by 
the arrangement only on condition of Mr. E. Richardson 
being retained as a party. 

At the conclusion of the arguments, 

x, C.B,, in delivering judgment, said,—There are 
two questions in the case. I am clearly of opinion that 
E. Richardson is not bound by the agreement entered into 
by the others that the defendants sbould pay the costs, 
and the seven of them purchase the shares of the remaining 
shareholders, whatever they might be. They do not contend 
that he ever signed that agreement, or authorized any human 
being to do it on his behalf. He says he protested against 
the compromise from beginning to end, being desirous of 
going before a jury and explaining his conduct in the 
witness-box. The case of Swinfen v. Stwcinfen is concla- 
sive on this point. The order, therefore, of my brother 
Field is perfectly correct, and the appeal to set it aside 
dh Hae As = the second point, it might be 

at difficulty owing to the patent ambiguity in m 
brother Hruddleston’s eter; it pod ow one thin, ee 
think it ought to be set aside ; if another, which I think it 
does mean, then it ought to stand. I would ask him now 
Whether his order included E. Richardson’s name ; for, if 
a then I think he had no power to make such order. 
{Huppixston, B.—Yos, it does; I agree that I had no 
on to make that order.) Thon that part of it ought to 

set aside; but I am clearly of opinion that Messrs. 
Gourlay & Farnworth are bound by the agreement. There 
is nothing to prevent the plaintiffs from going on against 
the other defendants. It is premature to consider the 
effect of that agreement, though I wish it to stand, 

lt is _— time to determine whether the other six de- 
fendants are bound when the plaintiff proceeds to enforce 
the agreement against them. I think they are bound, 
although I do not decide so, I reserve to myself the liberty, 
‘Wany proceedings are takon hereafter in this court or in 








the Court of Appeal, to deal with its validity in any way I 
may feel it my duty to do. I say it with some reluctance, 
but I cannot be a party to making absolute any agreement 
against E. Richardson. ; 

Huppizston, B.—The whole question here arises on 
my order of July 20. [His lordship then related the facts 
of the compromise and the stamping of the order by con- 
sent from the indorsements of counsels’ briefs.] The first 
point, he proceeded, is as to its validity as regards E. 
Richardson, next as to the other defendants. There is no 
pretence for saying E. Richardson was present at the 
arrangement, nor is there any evidence of his assent. The 
impression on my mind from what the affidavits disclose 
is that he intended to c t. His solicitor was present 
and heard the terms, which were most advantageous to his 
client, among others; he saw the advantage, and although 
he did not express a positive assent, he must have been 
cognizant that Mr. Pope was signing on his behalf. The 

uestion is still open whether the solicitor is the agent of 
the client, so as to make the client bound by any arrange- 
ment entered into with the authority of the solicitor. The 
client is dominus Jitis, and is not bound by any agreement 
his counsel or solicitor may make ; he has no right to de- 
viate from his instructions. Counsel may think a different 
course more prudent or discreet, but he must obey 
instructions or withdraw from the cause. So it is 
with the solicitor, I agree with the language of 
Mr. Justice Erle in Fray v. Voules. I think E. 
Richardson gave an absolute direction not to com- 
promise, which his solicitor tacitly disobeyed; and, 
therefore, Richardson is not bound. Mr. Justice Field's 
order, then, will be sustained. Without hesitation, I say 
that my order of July 20 included E. Richardson; the order 
of my brother Field takes him out of it. Mr. Moulton’s 
summons is correct and ought to prevail. The rest of the 
order is bad as to the other defendants, for the consent, 
which is the ground of the action, is taken away. It is 
put on higher grounds: that this contract which was 
made with Richardson, without him remains no longer 
binding. I think that is so; it is obvious it is a joint con- 
tract; if he withdraws, the agreement can no longer be 
maintained. None of the defendants gave their solicitors 
authority to sign for themselves alone, only if the others 
signed. The authority to sign therefore ceases. We have 
power under the Jadicature Act, 1873, s. 24, to amend the 
agreement. It is not necessary to decide that now. The 
plaintiff will be in a position either to bring an action on 
the agreement, or to move to attach the defendants for 
disobedience, or to go back and try at the assizes. I grant 
it is hard on the plaintiff that he should lose these costs. 
My order as to Richardson is set aside, and my brother 
Field’s order stands. As we differ on the sammons, there 
will be no order as to that. 

Key, C.B.—These proceedings are to be without costs 
on either side, 

Lane.—My lord, my client, Mr. Richardson, feels most 
deeply the imputation Mr. Baron Huddleston has made 
upon him, and desires me to say that through some mis- 
apprehension it has crept into the affidavits that he was 
present at the consultation when the agreement was signed. 
He really never was there at all.— Zimes. 











County Courts. 


LEEDS, 

(Before Mr, Serjeant Trxpat Atxrxson, Judge) 
March 3.— The Mayor, Aldermen, $:., of Leeds vy. Joan 
Smith. 

Order to pave and ‘flag street under Improvement Act—Appor- 
tionment upon owner of property— Unauthorized alteration 

— Jurisdiction. 

His H onour said—In this case the plaintiffs seek to recover 
the sum of £21 5s, 10d., arising out of the following facts:— 
By the Leeds Improvement Act, 1842, se 133, 136, 
whenever a street within the borough, not being a high 
repaired by a township or district, is not sufficiently q 
flogged, and levelled to the satisfaction of the council, they 
may order the reapective owners of property in such streets 
to flag, pave, and level within a time limited ia euch order, 
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and, in case of non-compliance, may proceed to do such pav- 
ing, flagging, and levelling, charging the owners of the 
property their respective proportions of the cost. On the 
31st of March, 1871, the council caused a notice to be served 
upon the defendant to pave and flag that portion of Lodge- 
street, within the borough, which abutted upon and was co- 
extensive with his property. The time allowed—three 
months—having expired without the paving and flagging 
having been done by the defendant, the council, on the 9th 
of November, 1871, proceeded to pave a small portion of 
the street, the other and greater part being permitted to 
remain untouched, owing to a misapprehension on the part 
of the borough surveyor that the unfinished portion of the 
street wasa highway. Onthe 9th of January, 1873, the 
council proceeded to make an apportionment of the costs 
and charges incurred up to that time under their order, and 
called upon the defendant to pay for his share of the expenses 
the sum of £1 16s. 94. This amount was paid by the. de- 
fendant on the 24th of February, 1873, the receipt on its 
face stating it to be ‘*for account for paving Lodge-street.” 
At this time it does not appear that any further steps 
were contemplated to pave or flag any other part of the 
street, inasmuch as the town clerk (Mr. Curwood), in answer 
to a letter of the defendant of the 20th of February, states 
‘*that in a tew months Lodge-street will be declared a high- 
way.” Butshortly after, it having been found that a mistake 
had heen made by the borough surveyor, in assuming that 
that part of Lodge-street which had not been flagged and 
paved unier the order of 1871 was a highway, the work was 
resumed and completed without any further order made by 
the council or notice served upon the defendant; and on 
the 3lst of March, 1874, the council declared Lodge- 
street to be a highway. On the 9th of November, 1874, 
the council made a second apportionment of the expenses of 
paving, flagg ng, and levelling Lodge-street upon the de- 
fendant, am unting to £76 17s. This apportionment was 
afterwards, and while in the possession of the borough 
accountant, altered by him without the authority of the 
Council or consent of the defendant, namely, by passing a 
line in red ink through the figures £76 17s., and placing 
over them £21 5s. 10d., the sum now sued for, adding in 
the same coloured ink, at the end of the list of owners of 
property in Lodge-street the name of J. H. Smith, the de- 
fendant’s brother, charging him with £55 11s. 2d., the two 
sums together making up the £76 17s. previously assessed 
upon the defendant. Upon these facts, I have come to the 
conclusion that the defendant has a good defence to this 
action upon two grounds—Ist, that the order made by the 
council on the 3lst of March, 1871, upon the defendant 
was satisfied, and all liability under it was discharged, by 
the apportionment of January 9, 1873, made in respect 
of the costs and charges incurred under that order, and the 
* subsequent payment by the defendant of the amount so ap- 
portioned, namely £1 16s. 9d. I do not find that any second 
or cther order was made upon the defendant to complete 
the paving of the street after the assumed fact of its being a 
highway had been discovered to be unfounded. If that had 
been done, itmight becontended that the language of the 135th 
section of the Act of 1842, namely, “That where any street, 
not being a highway, shall, at any time hereafter, not be 
sufficiently paved, flagged, levellec, drained, and sewered to 
the satisfaction of the council, it shall be lawful for the 
council, at any time,and from time to time, by any writing 
under the hand of the mayor or the clerk for the time being, 
to order that any such street, or any part thereof, shall be 
paved, flagged, levelled, drained, and sewered in such man- 
ner, and within such time, as to the council may appear 
expedient.” In the present case, it seems to have been 
assumed by the corporate authorities that when under an 
order to pave and flag a.street the work had been, for some 
cause, suspended and an apportionment of the costs and ex- 
penses made upon the owners of property for somuch of the 
work as had been completed, without any further order 
the paving and flaggivg could be resumed and new apportiov- 
ments made from time to time under the original order until 
all was completed to the satisfaction of the council. I am 
of opinion that this cannot be done, and that in the absence 
of any subsequent order to that of the 31st of Marcb, 1871, 
to complete the unfinished paving and flagging of the street, 
and after the apportionment by the council of the cost of that 
already done, the first order is ‘satisfied, and that no 
further proceedings can be had under it. With regard tothe 
second ground, which in my view constitutes an answer to 
the present claim, I am of opinion that, even supposing 





. 

the second apportionment of the 9th of November, 1874, 
could have been made under the original order, and 

action upon it could have been maintained, yet the ungy. 

thorized alteration made in it by the borough accountant, 
although afterwards sanctioned and adopted by the 

invalidates it, and makes it a document not capable of being 

The defendant is no party to the alterations, 


sued upon. 
nor has he given his consent to them. The amount 
has been reduced from £76 17s. to £21 5s. 10d,, ang 
a new party with a new liability has been made , 
debtor for the difference. This appears to me, ip 
addition to the other objections to the apportio; 
fatal to any claim which may be supposed to arise out of it, 
and would of itself be an answer to the present action, No 
objection was raised at the hearing as to the jurisdic. 
tion of the court to entertain this action on the 

that, even if the second apportionment under which 
the present claim arises was properly made, and that the 
alterations subsequently made by the borough accountant 
did not affect its validity, the sum which the defendant was 
called upon to pay was £76 17s., and not £21 5s. 10d.,and 
that as this constituted one cause of action it could nothe 
divided, and that as no abandonment of the excess over £50, 
the limit of the jurisdiction of this court, has been enteredon 
the plaiatiff’s particulars of claim, the plaintiffs on that 
ground must be nonsuited. The view I have expresseliapce 
the facts as they are in evidence before me renders any dig. 
cussion upon this point unnecessary, and there must bea 
verdict entered for the defendant. 

Morrison, town clerk of Leeds, for plaintiffs. 
J. W. Middleton, for defendant. 








Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE.. 


Rora or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Court oF 


Master OF THE 
Date. APPEAL. Rotts. V.C. Manas, 


Monday, March 17Mr. Leach Mr, Merivale Mr. Ward 
Tuesday .. Latham Mil ‘emberton. 
Wednesday.... 19 Leach 

Thursday .... 20 Latham 

Friday........ 21 Leach 

Saturday...... 22 Latham 


V. C. Bacon. 


M:;uaday, March 17Mr, Farrer 

Tuesday ...... 18 King 

Wednesday.... 19 Farrer 

Thursday .... 20 King 

Friday......+. 21 Farrer 
? King 


Saturday...... 22 Clowes 
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BAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. Paid. Closing Price. 








Bristol and Exeter 

tock|Caledonian ‘ 

Glasgow and South-Western ...sussecseere seseee 

Great Eastern Ordinary Stock  sescocccssssseress| I 

Great Northern i 

Do., A Stock* 

Great Southern and Western of Ireland 

Great Western—Original 

Lanoashire and Yorkshire .. 

tock | London, Brighton, and South C 

London, Chatham,and Dover .., 

London and North-Western ...... eaves 

London and South Western  .....0ssersssseeere 

Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln ,..,..+00++ 

\Metropolitan 

k} Do., District 
Midland 


North British 
tock |North Eastern 
—_ — 
orth Staffordshire 
pyock South Devon 


100 


















































* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has-been paid to'B. 
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GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Gent. Consols, 964 Annuities, April, 65, 93 
9) for Acccunt, ‘apr. 3,96§ | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
Jo: sper Cent. Rednced, 945 Ex Bills, #1000, 24 per Ct.10 pm. 
Hew 3 por Copd., 945 Ditto, £500, Do, 10 pm. 
Do, 84 perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, 2100 & £3¢¢, i0 pm. 
Do, 34 per Cont.,Jan. ’94 Bank of Engiand Stock, 261 
oo, Jan, 80 Ditte for Account. 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 


Iod.Stk.,5 per Cent.,July, 80,103 ; Enf.Pr.5§ perCent., May, 81 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 788, 1003 April, 64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
god Enf.Pr., 5 per C., Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. 


Tue annual general meeting of this company was held on 
the 10th inst., at the offices, 18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Mr. 
J, M. Clabon in the chair. 

The secretary read the notice convening the meeting, and 
also the report of the directors. 

The Chairman said that the report they had just heard 
read commenced by a reference to their late chairman— 
Mr. Lake Russell. He desired to preface the few remarks 
he had to make in the same manner. The directors knew 
him, of course, better than the shareholders, for they had 
the opportunity of meeting him every week, and knew his 
value in every way, and perhaps he might say that he knew 
him better than the directors, for, having been his deputy- 
chairman for a long time, he had been frequently consulted. 
He could, therefore, perhaps better appreciate than anyone 
else his constant and general courtesy, and the very remark- 
able way in which his mind grasped first all the minute 
points, and then all the general points, which made him 
most valuable as chairman, and no doubt his influence 
had been of the greatest value to the society. He would 
ak them, in moving the adoption of the report, to add some- 
thing to this effect. The resolution the directors had passed 
was perhaps a little personal to themselves, and he would 
sik them to express their regret at his loss, and their high 
appreciation of his long and zealous service. Coming now 
to the business of the society, he believed he was in a posi- 
tion to tell them their society had prospered. They were in 
astate of great soundness and prosperity. He would refer 
them to a few figures which were in the report, but which 
would bear dwelling upon. The amount of the funds last 
year was £1,354,976, whereas the amount at the end of the 
oe was £1,473,185, therefore the increase during the year 

been £118,000. The funds were now nearly a million 
and a-half. Their receipts during last year had been 
£252,000. The reversions which fell in during the last year 
gave them in money £120,000 cr £130,000, and had resulted 
ina gain of £67,000. Now, with that large profit the 
directors naturally considered the whole position of the 
society, and they had two small amounts of foreign bonds, 
Argentine and Brazilian—he believed they got six per 
cent. on the one and five per cent. on the other—they 
entirely believed they would recoup themselves in the long 
tun, but considering the large profit. which they got from 
the falling in of those reversions, they thought it better to 
Write off a. sum to reduce these bonds to their present value, 
therefore they proposed to write £1,935 off Argentine: and 
£510 from the Brazilian, beiag the difference fram the cost 
and their present value. They would also remember that 
they proposed when they rebuilt that house that its ulti- 
mate value in their books.should remain at. £18,000, they 
had been writing off £300 a-year for some time, they pro- 
posed now at once to write it down to £18,000, so they 
wrote off £1,914. He would-ask their-attention also to one 
other fignre. Their new premiums doring the year had 
been £8,000 odd, but of course during the. year, preminms 
tan off by death, but.-they would find. their: renewal. pre- 
miums during the year were £5,000 more than the year 
the item being £117,000 odd, against. £112,000 in 
the year before, showing their gradual increase in income 
yen 
another item of inerease during the year in the 
£118,000 were the sums received from annuities, and he only 
adverted to that tomention that their actuary, Mr. Berridge, 
haying found’ that the table on old lives’ was slightly in 





excess—in. other words, that they were giving annuities: 
rather too large (the loss was very trifling indeed)—had 
reconstructed the table on principles which must be admitted 
to be sound—on a great number of tables and instances, and 

that they were now going on, and they entirely believed that 

that would give them great profit from all their anouity 

transactions. In the meantime, he must tell them that their 

good fortune had again attended them during the last: year, 

no less than £1,400 a year having run off by deaths. Their 

average amount of policies was a matter which their late 
chairman used to mention. He did not know what the recent 

experience of general offices was, but three or four years agoit 
was certain that £1,200 wasabout the average amount of each 
policy. Now, their policies last year had been nearly £1,600. 

He did not propose to make any further statement ; they had 

the report before them, and he would only say, in conclusion, 

that they had to thank their staff, particularly their actuary, 
for the great ability with which they did their business ; 

and probably, by-and-bye, they would pass the same resolu- 

tion which they had always done, thanking them for their 

services during the year. He would now propose that the 

shareholders, in adopting the report of the directors, desire 
especially to express their regret at the loss of their late 
chairman, and the high appreciation of his long and zealous 
services. 

Mr. Bristowe seconded the motion, and said that after the 
full way in which the chairman had laid the figures before 
them, they must be all satisfied with the prosperous state of 
the society. One thing the chairman had referred to was 
the increase in the value of each particular policy, which 
showed the high class of life, and which exceeded the average 
of the life with which other offices had to do. He also ex- 
pressed his great regret at the loss they had sustained in the 
death of their late excellent chairman. 

The motion was then put and carried unanimously. 

Mr. James Ingram was then appointed. a director to fill 
the vacancy on the board. 

The Chairman moved the appointment of Mr. Cecil 
Henry Russell. Those who knew him knew that he would 
be a most valuable director, and, in appointing him, they 
were paying a compliment which was due to the memory 
of their late chairman. 

The motion was seconded by Mr. Hiloart, and carried 
unanimously. 

The retiring directors were unanimously re-elected. 

On the motion of Mr. Emmett, the thanks of the meeting 
were presented to the directors, and the sum of £2,000 
voted them, free of income-tax, for their services during the 


ear, 

The thanks.of the meeting were voted to the anditors, 
and forty guineas for their services during the past year. 

The Chairman said that a society of this kind would do 
very badly indeed if it had directors only. They wanted 
able advice in reference toall actuarial questions, and every 
director, he knew, would second him most cordially in say- 
ing they had a most efficient actuary in Mr. Berridge. He 
proposed the thanks of the meeting be given to Mr. Ber- 
ridge and the rest of the staff for their most efficient ser- 
vices during the past year. 

Mr. Emmett seconded the motion, which was carried nem. 


con. 

Mr. Berridge, on bebalf of himself and the staff, thanked 
them for the kind vote they had just passed. He hoped that 
when they came here again next year they would see a very 
good report, and have a very good bonus to divide. 

On the motion of Mr. Emmett a vote of thanks was passed. 
to Mr. Clabon for his able conduct in the chair. 

The Chairman-thanked them for their kindness, and said 
that he had rather an arduous task before him in succeeding 
to one who was so long their chairman and acted with such 
zeal in the interest of the society. All he could say was, he 
would do his best. 

The proceedings-them terminated. 


ee —— 
a 


SALE OF ENSUING WEEK. 








March 19.—Messrs, Epwin- Fox & BovsFiz.pD, at the Mart, at 
2 Ley New River Shares (see advertisement, page 3, this. 
we 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

SAvILLE.—March 4, at 9, Rue Bernouilli, Paris, the wife of 
Joseph Herbert Saville, solicitor, of a son. 

TznNANT.—March &, at 19, The Boltons, the wife of John 
Tennant, barrister-at-law, of a son. : 

“TERRELL.—March 10, at 38, Auriol-road, West Kensington, 
the wife of Arthur A’ Beckett Terrell, of Lincoln’s-inn, bar- 
rister-at-law, of a daughter. 

Wruie.—March §, at 7, Charleville-road, West Kensington, 
S.W , the wife of Alexander C. Wylie, of the Middle Temple, 
barrister-at-law, of a son. 

DEATHS. 

Dorman.—March 10, at 12, Chapel-place, Ramsgate, William 
Henry Dorman, solicitor, 41. 

SmitH.—March 1, at Seaford, Sussex, Arthur Denman Tyler 
Smith, LL.B., J.P., barrister-at-law. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Farpay, Mar. 7, 1879. 
Bartlett, Harry Haydn, and Richard Mountjoy Gardiner, Gray’s inn 
8q, Solicitors. Mar 5 
Haigh, John Luke, James Clarke Haigh, and Jonn Thomas Atkinson, 
Selby, York, Solicitors. Mar 1 
Robinson, George Thomes, and George Green Smith, Leominster, Soli- 


citors. Nov 20 
TvuEsDAY, Mar. 11,1879, 
Goldring, Thomas Wallace, and Ewart{Jukes, Southampton st, Blooms- 
bury, Solicitors. Feb 20 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companier, 
LimiTep tw Coancery. 
J Faipay, March 7, 1879. 

Australian Land and Investment Trust, Limited.—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before Mareh 31, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts and claims, to Mr John Young, Token- 
house yard. Thursday, April 24, at noon, is appointed fur hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Bridgwater Engineering Company, Limited.—Creditors of the above 

peny are required, on or before April 10. to send their names’ 
end addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to 
George Dawlings Rudler, 8, Union court, Old Broad street. Friday, 
May 2 at 3, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 
and claims 

Dronfield Silkstene Colliery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 
Up, presented March 4, @irected to be heard b:«fore the M.R. on 
March 15. Emmett and Son, Bloomsbury square, agents for Wavell 
and Co, Halifax, solicitors for the petitioners 

Freeh and Preserved Meat Agency, Limited.—Creditors are required, 
on or before April 7, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Fitch Kemp, 8, Walbrook. 
Tuesday, April 22, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims 

General Banking Company, Limited.—By an crder made by V.C. 

» Gated Feb 25, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Brandon, Essex st 

Manchester Sugar Refining Company, Limited.—Creditors are re- 
quired, on or before April 9, to send their names and addresses, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Joseph Binyon Fors- 
ter, h . Wednesday, April 23, at 12, is appointed for hear- 

ing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Newport and South Wales Ship Owners’ Company, Limited —V.C. 

Hall has, by an order, dated Jan 15, appointed Edward Gustavus 
Clarke, Bristol, to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on 
or before April 8, to send their names and addresses, and the parti- 
calars of their debts or claims, to the above. Wednesday, April 23, 
b 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and 


Nortbficet Brick Company, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R., 
dated Feb 15, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 

me pe King st, Guildhall, eolicitor for the petitioner 

North Derbyshire Brick and Tile Manufacturing Company, Limited.— 
Petition for winding up, presented March 5, directed to be beard 
before V.C. Bacon on ch 22, Milne and Oo, Harcourt buildings, 
Temple, agents for slater and Co, Manchester, solicitors for the 


Orrell Colliery and Firebrick Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 

u: ted March 3, directed to be heard before the M.R. on 

arch 15, Field and Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, ageats for Lowndes, 
Liverpool, solicitor for the petitioner 


County Patatine ov LANCastER, 
Liuirep in CoAnCany, 
FaiwaY, March 7, 1879, 

Grosvenor Colliery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding u eo 
sented March 4, direcud to be heard belore the V.0., at tis sham~ 
bers, 6, Stone buildings, Lincoln’s inn, on March \7 at 10,30, Addle- 
shaw and Warburton, 5 itors tor the petitioner 


Lrurrep 1m Omancery. 
Torapay, Mar. 11, 1479, 
Bory Hat Manufacturing Company, Limited.—Petition for winding o 
resented Mar &, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on Mar 2 . 


oz and Leadbitter, Leadenhall st its for G: 
pny wee » agents for Grundy and Oo, Man- 











Continental G as and Water Company, Limited.—Petition for Winding 
up presented Mar 3, directed to be neard before V.C. Hall, on Mar3j 
Snell and Greenip, George st, Mansion House, solicitors for the peti. 


tioners 

Northfieet Brick Company, Limited.—The MR. has fixed Mar 20 at 2 
at his chambers as the time and place for the appointment of an 
Official liquidator 

Rhodes Manufactur 
presented Mar 6, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Mar 
Hare and Fell, Surrey st, Strand, agents for Leach, Manchester 
solicitor for the petitioner ’ 

Ty Pioca Colliery Company, Limited,—Petition for winding up pre. 
sented Mar 6, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on 2, 
Godden, Lime st, agent for Murly and Sons, Bristo), solicizorg for 
the petitioner 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day ‘of Proof. 
Fripay, Feb. 28, 1879. 


Bens on, James, Belton, Lincoln. Mar 17. Benson v, Rowbottom, V,¢, 
Malins. Newborn, Epworth 

Dunlop, John Macmillan, Holebird, Westmoreland, Esq. Mar 9 
Dunlop v. Dunlop, M.R. Bownass, Windermere , 

Finney, Benjamin, Lemington, Northumberland. Apr 2, Finney y, 
Finney, V.C. Hull. Wilkinson, Newcastle 

Griffiths, Nehemiah, Lee. Mar 31. Tate v. Rolls, V.C. Hall, Maples 
and Co, Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry 

Hooff, Francis, Saltash, Cornwall, Gent. Mar 25. Pickens y. Matthews, 
V.C. Malins. Matthews, Plymouth 

Hulbert, Charles Ady, Great Kussell st, Gent.. Mar 22. Hulbert y, 
Chandler, V.C. Hall. Chand!er, Bishopsgate st within 

Lovell, Thomas John, Weymouth, Coachbuilder. Mar 20. Lovell y, 
Lovell, V.C. Malins. Talbot, Newbury 

Webb, George, Crosby sq, Solicitor. Mar 30. Meryon v, Eastwood, 
V.C. Bacon. Oxley, Crosby eq 

Williams, Samuel, Cranbrook, Kent, Farmer, Mar 31. Williams y, 
Williams, V.C. Hall. Hinds, Goudhurst 


Turspay, Mar 4, 1879. 

Alderson, Edward Pakenham, Eaton sq, Esquire. Apr5. Aldersony, 
Alderson, V.C. Hall, Austen and Co, Raymond buiidings, Gray's ing 

Durrans, Paul, Oundle, Northampton, Brewer. Mar 28. Tookey y. 
Durrans, M.R. Pooley, Oundle 

Mason, Joseph James, Beckenham, Merchant. Apr 19. 
Mason, V.C. Malins. Randal!, Tokenhouse yard 

Oakeley, Louisa Jane, Twickenham. Mar 31. Wiltshire v. Wright, 
V.C. Malins. Frere, Lincoin’s inn delds 

Richards, George, Golden lane, Publican. Mar 24. Richards v. Brown, 

V.C. Hall. Deane and Co, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Simmons, Samuel, Sheepshed, Leicester, Innkeeper. Mar 27. Simmons 
vy. Townsend, M.R, Bartlett, Loughborough . 

Smith, William, Hatfield, York. Mar 31. Atkinson v. Lee, V.C. Bacon, 
Kenyon, Thorne, nr Doncaster 

Sally, John, Denmak rd, Surrey, Clerk, Apr 19, Chadwick v. Gard- 
ner, V.C. Malins. Fox, Gray's inn sq 

Watson, Joseph, Mark’s Tey, Essex, Farmer. Mar 31. Watson y, 
Vowler, V.C. Hall. Abbott, Lincoln’s inn tields 

Woolf, Anne, Edworth Hall,Cheshire, Mar 31. Plant v. Woolf, Y.C, 
Bacon. Bygott, Sandbach 


Faivay, Mar. 7, 1879. 


Blakey, Mary, Sunderland, Apr 5, Robinson vy. Henderson, Y.C. 
Hail. Steel, Sunderland 

Chapman, William, Great Humby, Lincoln, Farmer. Apr 7, Chap- 
man vy. Mason, V.C. Malins. ilson, Louth 

Clayton, William, Doncaster, Carpenter. Apr 7. Backhouse v. Roberts, 
M.R. Ellis, Doncaster 

Eagle, William, Woodditton, Cambridge, Innkeeper, Apr 5. Eagle, 
Orick, V.C, Hall. Button, Newmarket 

Hodgson, Elizabeth, Uiversion, Lancashire, Apr 9, Matthews ¥. 
Barrow, V.C. Hall, Jackson, Ulverston 

Kenrick, Mary Aon, Craigycorn Bwich Gwyn, Denbigh. Mar 9. 
Kenrick y, Gibbons, V.0. Bacon. Reid, Wrexvam 

Nethersole rma’ Ay ota New inn. Strand, Solicitor. Apr 9% 
Jones v. Tyh .C. Bacon. Jones, Lancaster pi, Strand 

O'Reilly, John, G ich, © der R.N. Mar 28, O'Reilly ¥. 
Bristow, V.C. Hall. Smith, Church ct, Clement’s lane 

Rhoades, William Cobden, Chichester. Mar 31. Bush v. Rhoades, V.C. 
Hall. Greene, Chichester 

Smart, Samuel, Singleton, Sussex, Grocer, Apr 5. Smart v. Smart, 
V.C. Bacon. Arnold, Chichester 

Witham, Joseph Shipton, Ashborne, Derby, Gent. Mar 30, Witham 
v. Witham, V.0. Bacon. Holland, Ashborne 

Wood, Hubert, Reigate, Solicitor. Mar 20, Wilbourn y. Wood, V.0. 
Hall, Wood and Hubbard, Basinghali st 


Tuxspay, Mar 11, 1879, 
Aivley, Mary, Brighouse, York. Apr 15. Noble v. Briscombe, V.C. 


|, Barber, Brighouse 
Ellis, Hannah, Healey, York, Apr 7. Kitson v. Child, M.R. Ibberson, 
Heckmondwike 


Havers, Jobn Bailey, Norwich, Accountant. Apr9. Havers v. Hui- 
acres, V.C. Hall. Miller and Oo, Norwich 

Leathes, Thomas Leathes Stanger, Lillington, Warwick. Apr 4 
Leathes v. Leathes, V.C, Bacon, Stabbs, Birmingham by, 10 

Maltby, Charles Hen don . Aprl7, Upton v Maltby, ¥.\- 
Beesn. Upton, yay ne gt : 1 

McMailan, Michael Arthur, Moss Side, Brace Manufacturer. Apt 21. 
McMullan v. McAteer, V.0, Hail. Farrington, M 

Smith, David Anderson, Fore at, Orivplogate. Bakor. Apr 15. Corks 
v Hodley, V.0. Hall, Wateon, Southampton bidgs, Holbora 


Company, Limited.—Petition for winding ¥ 


Crosse ¥, 
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Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35, 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tunspay, March 4, 1879. 
pail, Edmund, Winchmore Hill, Edmonton, Gent. April 23. Par. 


row 
padie, James Alfred, Arnside, Westmoréland, Stone Merchant. 
Yar 31. Boadle Birkenhead 

ply, Priscilla Sarah, Wimpolest, St. Marylebone, April 4. Older- 
shaw, Bell yard, Doctora’-commons 

yows, Sarah, Hertford rd, Kingsland, April 14. Stallon, Sheer- 


wom .y, William Snell, Goulburn, New South Wales, Civil Engineer. 

eit ‘Western and st, Strand 

oreoran, Beyer, Mari lane, Stationer. Mar 24. Bell and Co, Bow 

-yard, Cheapside 

Onn eonas, Tollington Park, Middlesex, Leather Merchant. June 1° 
jemiss and Pearce, Hull 

tighton, Sarah, North Shields. May 1. Dale, North Shields 

Durmnt, foe Mercer Bosville, Rockland, Torquay, Esq. April 12. 
, Gray’s-inn-3q 

= Henry, Gargrave, York, Gent, April 1. Artindale and 

artindaley Burnley 

figerald, Catherine Theresa, Uxbridge. Mar 3l. Tompson and Co, 

gione-bld ee Lincoln’s-inn 

pwler, William, Manchester, Beer Retailer. Aprill0, Stead, Man- 


chester 

by Edward, New Zealand, Wilts, Yeoman. Mar 31, Clarkson and 
Henly, Calne 

guid, Robert, Ashton-under-Lyne, Reed and Heald Maker.} April 11. 
Broks and Co, Ashton-under-Lynne 

jamilton, Caroline Jane, Plymouth. April 12. Gard, Devonport 
furtord, Richard, Liverpool, Warehouse Owner. Aprill. Evans and 
Lockett, Liverpool 

Janson, George Josiah, Milk st, Cheapside, Licensed Carman. May 1. 
Kynaston and Gasquet, Queen st 

tbe, Roberts, 
Bhy! 



















William, Marli, Denbigh, 
, William, Ongar, Essex, Esq. May 1. Kynaston and Gas- 
quet, Queen st, Cheapside 
lawrence, Mary Eliza, Lee, Kent, Mar 31. Freelingand Co, Belmont 


lodge, Lee 2 
Macdonald, William Wright, Hunslet, Leeds, Engineer. Mar 31. Maw- 


Farmer. April 9. 






wn, 
thorp, Ann, Muswell rd, Hornsey. April 3, 
Grove-villas, “oe 

hity, Thomas Robson, Newecastle-upon-Tyne, 
April 12, Aydon, Newcastie-upon-Tyne “tn 
Timer, James, Manchester, Draper. Mar 25. Needham and Co, 
Manchester 

Payne, George, Queen st, Mayfair, Esq. April5. Parkers, Bedford- 


nv 
Pet, John, Sutherland st, Gent, Mar 31, Cronin and Rivolta, South- 
wpton st, Bloomsbury 
—- Dukinfield, Chester, Licensed Victualler. May 1. Booth, 
e! 


funders, Thomas, Brightwell, Oxford, Farmer, May 31. Hedges 

wd Co, Wallingford 

at Horsham, Surrey. Mar 31. Shaen and Co, Bedford- 

farle, Thomas, Horsey, Huntingdon, Farmer. May 1. 

Peter borough 

tyler, Daniel, Mossley Common, nr Tyldesley, Provision Dealer. 

April!5. Heywood and Son, Manchester 

gs - ‘me Whitehaven, Cumberland, Esq. April3. Noble, Len. 
, Yor 

b orp William, Sheffield, Gent. April 21. Broomhead and Co, 


Whiteley, William, Beeston, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. April 23, 
Burton and Co, Nottingham 

Whiting, George, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Gent. Mar 25. White, Ryde 

Vikins, Thomas, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Gent. June 24. White, 


Wison, John, Heapy, Lancaster, Farmer. April 5. Stanton, Chor- 


Youngman, Elizabeth, Saffron Walden, Essex. April 5, Ackron 
and Son, Saffron Walden : . 


Friway, Mar. 7, 1879. 
i, Herbert, Heanor, Derby, Farmer, Mar 31, Clark and Huish, 


y 
Abbott, Joel Miles, Watlington, Norfolk, Yeoman. May 1. Reed and 
Wayman, Downtam Market 
yy William, Turocking, Hertford, Clerk. May 25. Wor- 
» Royston 
in, Thomas Joseph, Stourport, Worcester, Ironfounder. 1. 
Mena, Stourport ph, rport, Worcester, under, May 
ward Enfield, St John’s, Woking, Surrey, M.D. April 10. 
Johnson, Bedford-row™ : - - - 
Bendy, Priscilla, Bath, April 29, Stone and Co, Bath 
» John, Hastings, Butler. May 1. Meadows and Elliott, 


Any 
Bashill, Frederick William, Mortimer at, Cavendish sq, Architect. 
at 25, Goodwin, Granville-chambers, Granville-place, Portmsn sq 
on, William Lawrence, Hamilton ter, 8t John’s Woo, Dentist. 
1, Mayhew, Gt Marlboro’ st 
oer, Emily, Brighton, Sussex. Mar 21. Nye, Brighton 
Lone Ashworth, Rochdale, Lancaster, Innkeeper, April 21. 
2, Rochdale 
mate, Rhoda, Rochdale. April 21. Standring, Rochdale 
George, ae Windsor, Berks, Chimney Sweeper. Mar 31, 


and indsor 
Dawton, oo Acton, Middlesex, Esq. May 31, Gamblen and Son, 
Drmdeewell, Sceeph, Hardwick, Gloucester, Farmor, April 12, Burrap 
Coren, Gloucester 
Mpydrard Henry ;Anylum rd, Peckham, Gent, May 8, Greatorex. 


Caancery- 


James Pearee, 2 





Commission Agent. 









Wyman, 




























Gill, John Butler, Toxteth Park, nr Liverpool, Licensed Victualler, . 
A 3. Pemberton, Li 


eig, James, Penge, Surrey, Esq. May 15. Phelps and Co, 
Harmar, William, Norbiton, Surrey, Esq. April 7, Shoubridge and 


May, 
bs | Lucy, qT i 3. 
ayes, 1g Chelsea, Tobacconist. Jane 3. Hughes 


nae © - Ann, Kings Norton, Worcester. Aprii5. Bower and 
0. 
lonides, Constantine Eustratius, Roehampton, Surrey. July. Cham- 
Polka’, “Rot tent Thursby, Cound Hall, Sh bury. April 10. 
m0, vy , en’ Trews ° le 
Nich3li and’Go, Howard st-Strand ’ 


Poppe, Johan Diedrich, Deedesdorf, Germany, Musician. May 3: 
Fielder and Sumner, Godliman st, Doctors’-commons 

Rookes, Mary, Bath. April29. Stone and Co, Bath 

Watling, W: University st, Tottenham ct rd, April10. Smith, 


ys ge me “ P Sait 

est, Kitty Ann eston-super-Mare. June 24. Bakers 

Weston-super-Mare 4 

Whalley, Joshua, Poulton-by-the-Sands, Lancaster, Gent. April 18. 
Maxstead and Gibson, Lancaster 


Wildbore, Peacock, Old st, St Luke’s, Surgeon, Junel. Clarke and 
Calkin, Gt James st, Bedford row 


Wrenn, John, Liverpool, Merchant Tailor. April 4. Brabner and 
Court, Liverpool 
James, George, Weston-super-Mare, Florist. June 24. Bakers and 


Co, Weston-super-Mare 

Long, Catherine Mary, Beaufort st, Chelsea. April 15. Sawbridge, 
Milk st, Cheapside 

a ee Edward, Hazlebrow, Derby, Esq. April 14. Hand and 


‘or 
McDowell, Emily, St Lawrence rd, North Kensington, June 2. Turner, 


Mowbray, Edwin, Newport, Isle of Wight, Miller. Aprili4. Roach 
Pittis, Newport 
North, Ann, Gt Ringsteed, Norfolk. April 21. Partridge and Co, Kings 


Lynne 
Oldfield, Thomas Albion, Richmond villas, Holloway, Gent. April 7. 
Carritt and Son, Fenchurch st 
Parkingon, Joseph Shirtliffe, Dodworth, York, Linen Manufacturer. 
Parker, Barnsley 


April 15, 
Tuxspay, Mar. 11, 1879. 


Austin, George Charles, Devonshire st, Bloomsbury, Trimming Manu- 
facturer. April 12, Mote, South sq, Gray’s-ion : 

Barnett, Harriett, Gloucester place, Portman sq. April18. Emanuel 
and Simmonds, Finsbury-circus 

Bennett, Henry, Spring st, Paddington, Glover. May 1. Chamber- 
lain, Basinghall st 

Bowen, Watkin, Swansea, April 2). Bowen, Chantry rd, Brixton 

Byrne, Henry, sen., Leadenhall Market, Poultry Salesman, April 5, 
Burney, Borough High st, London bridge 

Carter, Samuel, Northwich, Chester, Yeoman, May 15. Latham and 
Bygott, Sandbach 

Champoiseau, Louis Armand, Rue de Chateaudun, Paris, April 10. 
Cramp and Son, Philpot-lane 

Clapp, William Murray, St Woollos; Monmouth, Colliery Proprietor. 

31. Gustard, Usk 

Cobb, William, Dorchester, Builder. April 23. Hedges and Co, 
Wallingford 

Cowl, Thomas, Tollington Park, Leather Merchant. June 1. Middle- 
miss and Pearce, Hull 

Curran, John Waring, Mansfield Woodhouse, Nottingham, Physician. 
April 10. Bryan, Mansfield 

— a Edward, Lincoln, Grocer. May 13. Tweed and Co, 

incoln 

Exon, Susan, Aston, Warwick. April 15. Mitchell, Birmingham 

Frost, John, Fulham rd, Victualler. May 10. Routh and Co, South- 
ampton st, Bloomsbury 

Gardner, Sarah, Redhill, Raigate. May 1. Grece, Redhill 

oe George, Catton, Norfolk, Dyer. May i. Bailey and Co, Nor- 

H 


‘olk 
Giles, John, Portbury, Somerset, Farmer April 6. Garrod, Wilts 
Gouger, John, Darnley rd, Hackney, Gent. April1¥. Cook, 


Jane 

Grannell, Patrick, Liverpool, Timber Dealer. April 2, Lynch and 
Teebday, Liverpool , : 

Griffiths, James, Sparkbrook, {Warwick, ‘Commercial Traveller. April 
15. Mitchell, Birmingham 

Hindmarsh, Ann, Alnwiok, Northumberland, April 15. Middlemas 
Alowick 

Hopetoun, The Rt Hon William, Earl of Northesk. May 1. Domville 

New sq, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 


Co 
Hunter, Charles, Hulme, Manchester, Gent. Mar24. Needham and 
Co, Manchester 
Jones, mald, Blackheath, Kent, Gent, April7. Wilkins and Co, 


St Swithin’s lane, London 
Kaye, Robert, Everton, Liverpool, Gent. April2. Lynch and Teebay, 


Liverpool 
Knott, Albert, Sheffield, Merchant. May 1. Taylor, Sheffield 
Hellard and Son, Ports- 
mou 


Lewis, Elizabeth, Southsea, April 12. 
u 
Lloyd, John, Brynmawr, Brecon, Ironfounder, April 15. Davies, 
Crickhowell 
—— Oxwich, Glamorgan, Clerk in Holy Orders, May 1, Lloyd, 
e 
MacDonald, John, Lincoln, Draper. May 13. Tweed and Co, Lin- 
coin 
Martin, Frances, Hilton, Sorrento, Italy. May 6. Ward and Co, Gray’s- 
inn-sq 
ane, Mary, Withington, Lancaster. April 14. Farrar and Hall, Man- 
\y 
O'Hare, Michael, Liverpool, Glass Bottle Dealer, April 19, Bartlett 


and Atkinson, Liv: 
Parkinson, ey Almondbury, York. May 1. Layoocs and Oo, 


Hud 
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Parley, Thomas, Marquess td, Canon bury, Pawnbroker. April 1. Ingle 
and Co, Threadneedle st 

Phillips, Edwin, Plymoath, Wine M erchant. April 30.. Pearse, Ply- 
mouth 

Damen Elizabeth, Nottingham. April:26. ‘Wateon and Wadsworth, 

lottingham 
+o rdeon, William, Lancaster, A uctioncer. Mar 22. Sharp and Son, 
iter 
Ward, Eliza Ann, Lincoln. May 13.. Tweed and Co, Lincoln 
on Se, Gravesend, Kent, Shipowner. May |. Cattarns and Co, 


Mark lane 
— Jonathan Lowe, Stockport, Cheshire, Agent. May 1. Smith, 
Underban: 
a Ann, Byley-cum-Yatelouse, Cheshire.’ May 1. Bygott, Middle- 


Bankrapw. 
Fripay, March 7, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Berger, Maximilian, Aldermanbury, Commission Agent. Pet March 4. 
Murray. March 24 at 11.30 . 
—-; William, Todmorden, York, Solicitor. Pet March 4. Murray. 
21 at 12 
Preston, John. St James’s st. Pet Mar 3. Murray. Warch 21 at 11 
7 Jchn, Cannon st, Warehouseman. Pet March 3. Pepys. March 
19 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Bowler, Edwin, and Walter Beck, Burton-on-Trent, Builders. Pet Feb 
26. Hubbersty. Borton-on-Tr-nt, March 19 at 1.30 
Cooke, Samuel, sen, and Samuel Cooke, jan, Bengeworth, ‘Worcester, 
Cabinet Makers. Pet March 5. Crisp. Worcester, March 21 at ] 
Fishpool, George, Bristol, Clerk, Pet March 4. Harley. Bristol, 
March 21 at 2 
Forrest, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Money Broker. Pet March 5, 
Daggett. Newcastle, March 18 at 11 2 
Garner, William, Mouldsworth, Chester, Agricultural Implement 
Dealer. Pet March 4. Williamson. Chester, March 20 at 12 
Gregory, John, and John Picken, Sheffield, Bone Handle and Scale 
Cutters, Pet March 4. Wake. Sheffield, March 19 at! 
Hadfield, James, Thornsett, Derby, Farmer. Pet March1, Hyde. 
Stockport, March 19 at 11 
Ibbetson, Mary, Hulme, Lancaster, Furniture Dealer. Pet March 4. 
Hulton. ford, March 19 at 11 s 
Sherratt, John, Fenny Bentley, Derby, Innkeeper. Pet March 5. Hub- 
bersty. Burton-cn-Trent, March 26 at 1.30 ‘ 
Small, Henry, Burdersball, Wilts, Publican. Pet March 5. Wilson. 
Salisbury, March 24 at 1 
Starkie, Benjamin, Batley, York, Butcher. Pet March 4. 
Dessbury, March 20 at 3 
Stock, Elizabeth Sarah, Clevedon, Somerset, Domestic Servant. Pet 
Bristol, March 21 at 2 
Warder. Edwin, Bridgnorth, Salop, Farmer. Pet March5. Potts. 
Madeley, March 19 at 12 
Tcrespar, Mar. 11, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Below, F , Phipps st, Cortain rd, Pieture Frame Manufacturer. 
Pet Mar7. Pepys. Mar 2% at !2 
Robertson, D s , St James’s st, Pet Mar 7. Pepys. Mar 26 at 12 
To Sorrender in the Country. 
Baker, Samuel Alpheus, Gloucester, Grocer. Pet,Mar 7. Riddiford. 
Gloucester, Mar 22 at 3 
Hollinshesd, Charles, Sutton, nr Macclesfield, Silk Manutacturer. 
Pet Mar7. Mair. Macclesfield, Mar 27 at 11 
Honter, Williem, Harrcgaie, Hotel Keeper. Pet Mar 8. Perkins. 
York, Mar 24 at 1! 
Stephenson, William, Boston, Publican, Pet Mar 5. Staniland, 
Boston, Mar 22 at 12.20 
Tomkins, Edward Webb. Over Winsford, Chester, Tailor, Pet Mar 5. 
Broughton. Crewe, Mar 26 at 11 
Wort, Alfred. Farnham, Travelling Draper. Pet Mar 8 White. 
Guildford, Mar 25 73 2.30 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Turspay, Mar. 11, 1579. 
Jones, Richard, Dorset 9q, Captain. Mar 6 
Peseoek, Charica ¥, Arcot. ar 6 
Rose, Walter, Fartham, out of business. Mar % 


Nelson. 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MYETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Pawar, March 7, 1479. 

Adem, Henry, High Brooms. Tonbridge Wells, Builder. March 18 
at 12 at Camden Hotel, Tunbridge Wells. AnOrew and Cheale, Cal- 
veriey Meant, Tunbridge W ells 

Alexander, Robert, Hetbarn New Town, Darham, Cart Proprietor. 
— 17 at 2 at offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newenstie~ 
om Tyne 

Raley, Gecrae temith. Barnsley, York, India Rabber Merchant. Mareh 
2 at 3 at Queen's Hotel, Barnsley. Alcerson, Barnsley 

Basket, Charies Moart, and Cbarles Stuart Barker, King William st, 
Auctioneers, Mach 19 at3 atotiers of Baflery and Co, O14 Jewry 
chambers. Keene and Mersian4, Mark lane 

Barker, dn Ketchen, Midélesborough, Tailor, March 15 at 11 at 
Aces Ot Teale, Albert roast, Misdiesborough 

Barnett, A leh terrace, Leyt netome toed, Tobacconist. March 
ad: ae * A George, Viosbury place. Hicks, Victoria park 
roaa, 

Barrett, Charles rent, Tent Maker, March 20 at 11 at 
oMlices of Gillen, Lah lane, ° 

Barry, Awa, ils Kad 100d, Mone Meson, March 4) at 2 at offiess of 

kets and 6 at, 


Cheapiide. Terry, King st 
Kates, Hephen, Wu n, Lanenater, aker, March 17 ota fines of 
Rotter an4 Vineey, Mawdsley a, Boon 
Kewwn, Witiom Henry, Caiveriey, near Leeda, Wooton Menufactarer, 
Masch 19 at 11 wt citices of Singleton, Booth st, Brattora 





i 
‘Bensted, Will Eartham, Sussex, Farmer. March. 
pate Sochnte Man, Sera as serene ae 
‘Bernsztein, Napolian, Upper Bangor, Jeweller, 
a See Ing Oh Talifan : toher. March a ? 
owes. lot. aX, a . 
of Gareed, Barum Top, Hulifixx St 11 at ofc 


’ ’ 
Bowler, John, Littleborough, Lancaster, Contractor. Mare’ 
at offices of Brierley, Butts avenue, Rochdale h20 atm 
riancourt, George Arthur, Rochester row, Westminster, Baker, 
March 14 at 12 at offtces of Doveton and Co, Rochester row P 
Bristow, David, ike, York, Farmer. March 21 at 12 at offices of 


Howden 

Bristow, Philip, Great Yarmouth, Clothier. March 20 a 

jtshire, Hall Plain, Great Yarmouth * 9 atofion 

Broadhurst, William, Manchester, Paper Merchant. March '25 at Tat 
Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Young, Manchester 

Broadley, Matthew. Abingdon road, Kensington, no Ocoupation, 
March 22 at ! at offices of Berkeley, Marylebone road 

Brown, Emily Anne Saxe, Adelaide road, Haverstock hill, Boarding. 
house Keeper. March 27 at 3 at offices of Lumley, Conduit st, Bond 


st 

Brown, William James, St Philip’s, Bristol, Baker. March 20 at at 
offices of Clifton, Broad st, Bristol 

Burnell, Martir, Amhorst road, Hackney, Commission Agent, March 
22 at 12 at offices of Miiler, Moorgate st 

Buttery, John, Bingley, York, Tailor. 
Robinson, Keighley 

Case, Richard Dale, Watchet, Somerset, Lime and Coal 
March 24 at 11 at offices of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 

Cass, John, Nottingham, Bonnet Shape Manufacturer. March 24a 
3 at offices of Lees, Middle Pavement, Nottingham 

Cavill, John Ellis, Leeds, Whip Maoufacturer. March 20 at 3 at offices 
of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Chadwick, William, Birmingham, Commission Agent. March 17 ata 
at offices of Free, Temple row, Birmivgham 

Cheney, Joseph Marie Antoine, Brighton, Tailor. March 28 at2¢ 
offices of Nye and Greenwood, Queen Victoria st, London. Nye, 
Brighton 

Chilton, Arthur Thomas, Seckeford st, Clerkenwell, Commercial Try. 
velier. March 17 at 2 at offices of Gowing and Co, Moorgate Station 
buildings, Finsbury pavement 

Cooper, James, Groves, Kingston-upon-Haull, Lath Render. Mareh 19 
at 11 at offices of Thorpe, St Mary’s chambers, Lowgate, Kingston. 
upon-Hull 

Coppen, Richard, Liverpool, Mantle Dealer. March 21 at 2 at offices 
of Morris and Jones, Hartington st, Liverpool 

Crees, Alfred, Frome, Somerset, Farmer. March 21 at3 at officesof 
Dunn and Payne, King st, Frome 

Culshaw, William, Kirkdale, near Liverpool, Saddler. March 21 at3 
at offices of Chesworth, North crescent chambers, Lord st, Liverpool, 


Monkhouse 

Cumming, John, Sunderland, Draper. March 21 at 1 at officesof 
Graham, John st, Sunderland 

Cunningham, Murdoch Grey, Salisbury, Wilts, Dentist. March 0st 
3 at ofBces of Hodding, Market house chambers, Salisbury 

Davies, David, Dowlais, Glamorgan, Tailor. March 20 at 12 at offices 
of Price, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 


March 21 at 3 at officess: 


Davis, Charles, Tipton, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper, March 20 at 2at 
offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 
Dawn, William, Great Grimsby, Smack Owner. March 19 atliat 


offices of Grange and Wintringham, St Mary’s chambers, West 8 
Mary’s gate, Great Grimsby 
Dean, William, Huddersfield, Printer. March 20 at 3 at offices of Bar- 
ker and Co, Estate buildings, Huddersfield 
March 13 at 3 at offices 





Devon, William, Shenley, Hertford, Farmer. 

of Holloway, Bail’s Pond road, Cooper, Chancery lane 

Dowle, Wiltism Thomas, Chariton, Kent, Builder, March 25 at 4at 
Royal Oak Hotel, Dover. Lewis, Dover 

Downe, Charles, Ilminster, 8 t, Innkeeper. March 19 st li at 
offices of Paull, Iiminster 

Drysdale, Alexander, Littlethorpe, York, Grocer, March 20 at3at 
Unicorn Hotel, Ripon. Jefferson, Northallerton 

Duckels, Jobn, and George Frederick Furniss, Swinefleet, York, 
Grom. March 21 at 1 at Lowther Hotel, Goole. England and Son, 

0018 

Duffield, William, Middlesborovgh, Fruiterer, March 21 at 2 at offices 
of Teale, Albert road, Middlesborough 

Durrant, William, Radcliffe Bridge, Lancaster, Hat Mannfacturer. 
March 20 at 11 at cfllces of Whitt, King st, Manchester. Whi 
Manchester 

Ejlard, Edward, Willenhall, Stafford, Grocer, March 19 at 11 at offices 
of Baker, Walsall st, Willentall 

Evans, Evan, Broadway, Carmarthen, Carpenter, Mar 20 at 11 at 
ofiices of Evans, Red st, Carmarthen 

Evans, Thomas, Gwersyilt. Denbigh, lankeepor. Mar 20at 11 at offices 
of Sherratt, Regent st, Wrexham 

Farrer, Henry Lawrence, Guildford, Surrey, Tanner. Mar 26 at 126 
the Connon #t Hotel, Cannon st, French, Crutched friars 


Featherston, Joreph Ralph, Bishop Aucklond, Draper, Mar 19 at 11 
s tee he Lear Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Proud, Bishop 


0 

Fielding, Joveph, Harporhey, Manchester, Tobacconist. Mar 19 at % 
at offices of Kawerdn, Brazennose st, Manchester 

Flook, George, Bristol, out of basinews, Mar 15 at Li at offices of 
William Andrews, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Foxall, Francis Jerome, Bouth Shields, Tool’ Maker, Mar 15 at 19 a 
Cffices of Blatr, King st, Bouth Bhields 

Fronks, Loois Aw Manchester, Optician, Mar27 at 11 at offices 
of Whitt, King et, Manchester, Heat, Manchester 

Freeman, Henry Vineent, Barnsley, York, Huy Dealer, Mar 26 at 16 
at offers of 1, Chirontele chambers, Barnet 


6: 
Garner, preterit hone Gates Mom. nes Yereaer. Mar 21 att 
«ot Morsop Momop, Leng Sutron ‘ 
"Mar 22 61) at offices ‘of Toynbes 


newly 
Gelder, Golanon, Bow b at, Birbican, Tailor, Mar 14 at 4nt offices of 
Wethe field, Greaham bantaings 


Garner, John, Laneoin, Innkeoper, 
at, Li 






Tones, 


ofa. Sabor chee ob oF elsi ee 4 
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Joseph, Bloomfield rd, Mile End, Floor Oloth Manufacturer. 
ger at aoe of Youn » Newgate st 


Giles, John, Milford , Licensed Victualler. Mar 15 at.J1 at 
offices of Layton-and Co Budge row 
Gil, William bell, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Mar 18 at 
jiat offices of Walker, Marker st, Northampton 
, Levi, Southport, Provision Merchant. Mar ‘24: at3 at offices 
de, Chapel st, Southport. Peek, W: 
Glover, John, Swancea, Grease Manufacturer. Mar 17 at 3 at offices of 
Cox, Adelaide chambers, Swansea 
(id, Henry, New Windsor, Berks, Coach Builder. Mar 20 at 3.at ‘1, 


John st, Bedford row. Long and Co, Windsor 
, Charles, Great Suffolk st, Borough, Oil Merchant. Mar 21 at 
Yat the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Orafter 
Jobn, Birmingham, Tailor, Mar 24 at 11 at offices of White- 


house, Castle st, Dudie 
Greenup, Joseph, Miles Platting, Manchester, Bui/der. Mar 24 at 3 
at cffices of Farrar and Hall, ntain st, Manchester 


, Thomas, Esh Winning, Durham, Grocer. Mar 26 at 11.30 at 
of Salkeld, Elvet Bridge, Durham 
Griffiths, William, Dawley, Salop, Labourer. Mar 28 at 11 at offices of 
of Marcy and Sons, Walker st, Wellington 
Groves, William, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. Mar 17 at the Cam- 
brian House Offices, Market st, Ryde, in lieu of the place originally 


Hal'sworth, Joseph, Birtle-cum-Bamford, Lancaster, Manufacturing 
Chemist. Mar 25 at 3 at offices of Edwards, Brazennose st, Man- 


chester 
Hampson, Joseph, Denton, Lancaster, Tailor. Mar 27 at 3 at offices of 
Brooks and Co, Stamford st, Ashton-under-Lyne 
Hanson, Christian, Duke st, Aldgate, Boarding-house Keeper. Mar 22 
at 12.30 at offices of Rose Innes and Son, Billiter House, Billiter st 
Harrett, George Rigden, Bracknall, Berks, Brickmaker. Mar 27 at3 
atoffices of Munns and Longden, Old Jewry 
, Charles Henry, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Nurseryman. 
Mar 19 at 2 at offices of Ratcliffe, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Harrison, Lewis, Llanvihangel Crucorney, Monmouth, Miller. Marl9 
at 2at offices of Sayce, Lion st, Abergavenny 
Hathaway, Charles Mortimer, Lydney, Gloucester, out of business. 
Mar 20 at 12.30 at the Feathers Hotel, Lydney. Parker, Newnham 
Haupt, Frederick, Gray’s inn rd, Baker. March 17 at 3 at offices of 
Cooper, Chancery lane 
Hewitt, Edward, Littlebourne, Kent, Maltman. Mar 20 at 3 at offices 
of Collard, Castle st, Canterbury 
Hill, David, Manchester, Wholesale Clothier. Mar 17 at 3 at offices of 
Kearsley and Co, Brazennose st, Manchester 
Bill, John, Sale, Chester, Beer Retailer. Mar 26 at 3 at offices of 
Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 
Hill, John Rowland, Birmingham, Confectioner. Mar 17 at 11 at offices 
of Eaden, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Hiprichson, John Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Newspaper Pro- 
prietor. Mar 15 at 11 at offices of Benjamin Pickering, Parliament 
st, Kingston-upon-Hu'l 
, John, Penrith, Cumberland, Silk Mercer. Mar 26 at 3 at 
Sat offices of Cant, Southend rd, Penrith 
Holmes, Timothy John, Hollinswood, Salop, Licensed Victualler. Mar 
%atl2at the Charlton Arms Hotel, Wellington. Bidlake, Well- 
Holt, Hartley, Burnley, Machinist. 
Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley. Sutchffe, Burnley 
Honek, John, Metropolitan Cattle Market, Salesman, 
offices of Culpeper, Brabant court, Philpot lane 
Hopkins, Robert Widdowson, Manchester, Commission Agent. Mar 
2! at 11 at offices of Sutton and Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 
Houghton, John, Waddington, Lincoln, Miller. Mar 19 at 11 at offices 
of Page, jun, Flaxengate, Lincoln 
Huddart, James, Grange-over-Sands, Lancaster, Nurseryman. Mar 
* 19 at 11 at the Crown Hotel, Grange-over-Sands. Pearson, Ulverston 
Hughes, James Henry, Portobello rd, Notting hill, Butcher. Mar 17 
at 3 at offices of Miles, King Edward st, Newgate st 
John, Henry, Caenewydd Liangennecb, Carmarthen, Farmer. Mar 19 
at 11 at offices cf Edwards and Wood, Thomas st, Llanelly 
Johnson, Charles, Colchester, Fish Merchant, Mar 21 at 12 at offices 
at Prior, Head st, Colchester 
Jehnson, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jewellor. Mar 18 at 11 at 
offices of Forster, Bennett's hill, Birmingham. Stanford, Newcastle- 


upon-Tyne 
Jones, Alfred Lewis, Leicester, Grocer, Mar 18 at 2.30 at offices of 
Wright and Hincks, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Jones, Charles, Birmingham, Bullder, Mar 18 at 3 at offices of Row- 
Ann st, Birmingham 
Jones, Even, Shrewsbury, Watchmaker. Mar @0 at 2 at the Great 
Western Hote!, Snow hill, Birmingham. Morris, Shrewsbury 
Jones, James, Birmingham, Stationer, Mar 17 at 3 at oilices of 
Burton, Union passage, Birmingham 
Jones, Walter, Neath, Glamorgan, General Draper. Mar 2S at 11 at 
the Townhall, Neath. Scale, Neath 
Y, Thomas, Bedworth, nr Nuneaton, Warwick, Butcher, Mar 20 
at ¥ at offices of Homer, Upper Well at, Coventry 
King, William Gels. Torquay, Hotel Proprietor. Mar 92 at Li at 
_, the Royal Hotel, Torquay. Webb, Euston rd 
John, Cann’ n st, Rope Manufacturer, Mar 21 at 2 at tho City 
Terminus Hotel, Cannon st, Miller and Co 
‘ ,» Jonas, Bradford, Innkeeper. Mar 18 at3 at offices of Bover- 
ley, Hustlergate, Bradford 
Leaver, William Castle, Poplare nr Hastings, Schoolmaster, Mar 
19 at 1 wt offices of Obalinder, Trinity st, Hast 
rd, James, Hulme, Munch pers 18 at 3 at offices 
of Edwards, Brazonnose at, Manchester 
y James, Bury, Lancaster, Dyor, Mar 26 at 12 at the Knowsley 
Hotel, Knows'ey +t, Bury, Openshaw, Nury 
Lovelock, William, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Draper, Mar 19 at2at 
oMices of Colling, Broad #b, Briatal, Biack weed, Jun, Bridgend 
Mallation, James, and Benjamin Heginbostom Mallalion, Rishworth, 
Halifax, Cotton Spinners, Mav 20 at 2 at offices of Jubd, Harrison 
™, Halifax 
A «| Honrv, Openshaw, Lancaster, Brower, Mat 2t at atofees 
OF Chorlicn, Br. se: nose at, Mneheder 


Mar 21 at 3 at the Exchange 
Mar 18 at3 at 


eater, 








Marflitt, Thomas Barker, Bradford, Grocer. Mar 19 at 11 at offices 
Fa oo tnobtiabes Chatioe oy Beodtord = 


Berry st, Bra 

Marlow, — Oxford, Baker. Mar 21 at 11 at offices of Mallam, 
High st, Oxford 

Marr, Archibald Colquhoun,’ Thitsk, Yerk, Brewer, Mar 18 at 11 at 
the Royal Hotel, Thirsk. Smith, Thirsk 

Martin, South Stockton, York, Draper, Mar 25 at 3 at offices 
of Tweedy, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Mason, Fanny Susannab, Edgware rd, Musieal Instrument Seller. Mar 
20 at 3 at offices of Carr and Co, Vigo-st, st 

Messent, Joseph, Leyton, . Grocer, Mar 24 a¢ 2 at offices of Mor- 
phett and Hanson, King st, Cheapeide. Terry, King st 

Mew, Henry Alexander, Ryde, I)W., Cabinet Maker. Mar 25 at 2 at 
the Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln's inn fields. Vincent, Ryde 

Middlewood, George, Moss Side, Manchester, Builder. Mar 21 st3 at 
the Thatched House Hotel, Newmarket place, Manchester. Crow- 
ther and Clayton, Manc’ r 

Miller, James, Aberdare, Shoemaker. Mar 17 at 1 at the Fothergill’s 
Arms, Aberdare 

Milligan, William Henry, Wallgate, Wigan, Timber Merchant. Mar 20 
at 3 at the Minorca Hotel, Waiigate. Wood, Wigan 

Mills, Leopold Robert, Goswell rd, Wholesale Stationer. Mar 20 at3 
at the Mason’s Hall Tavern, Mason’s avenue, Kasinghall st. Piesse 
and Son, Old Jewry chambers 

Moore, William, Plumpton, York, Farmer. Mar 18 at 11 at offices of 
Coppin and-Whitham, Market p!ece, Ripon 

Morgan, John, Ilfracombe, Devon, Wine Merchant. Mar 15 at 2 at 
offices of Bencraft, Bridge chambers, Barnstaple 

Nawson, William Peter, West Cowes, I.W., Master Mariner. 
at 3 at offices of Damant and Son, West Cowes 

Newberry, William, Newcastle et, Farriugdon st, Paper Merchant. Mar 
25 at 3 at offices of Wild and Co, Ir ger lane, Cheapsid 

Nicoll, Donald, Palsgrave place, Strand, Agent. Mar 19 at 3 at offices 
of Mor'ey and Shirreff, Paternoster buildings, Old Broad st 

Noar, Alexander, Manchester, Wholesale Clothier. Mar 2] at 3 at 
offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Palmer, William, Praed st, Paddington, Hatter. Mar 24 at 3 at offices 
of Browne and Co, Queen st, Cheapside. Wild and Co, Ironmonger 
lane 

Parkin, Robert, Wellgate, York, Beerhouse K tr. Mar 2l at ll at 
offices of Hoyland, Bank buildings, College st, Rotherham 

Pearse, Frederick Edward, Pontypool, Doctor of Medicine, Mar 17 at 
12 at offices of Dauncey, Albion chambers, Ne 

Pearson. Joseph, Hythe, Kent, Ironmonger. Mar 26 at 2 at 53, Carter 
lane, Doctors’ commons. Smith, Hythe 

Porter, Launcelot, Blackburn, Cotton Soinrer. March 20 at 2,30 at 
the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester. Marrioti, Blackburn 

Potts, John, Denton, Lancaster, Grocer. March 19 at 3 at the Norfolk 
Arms Hotel, Hyde. Smith, Hyde 

Prees, William, Swansea, Plasterer. March 17 at 11 at offices of 
Jellicoe, Prospect place, Swans:a 

Pritchard, David William, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Bookseller. March 
20 at 2 at offices of Roberts, Bangor 

Randall, Benjamin, Hartpury, Gloucester, Farmer. March 22 at 11 at 
offices of Clark, Regent st, Cheltenham 

Reed, Thomas, Malton, York, Ironfounder. Mareh 21 at 2.30 at 
Abbott’s Hotel, York. Walker and Langborne, Malron 

Rees, John, and William Harris, Dowiais, Glamergan, Drapers. March 
17 at 12 at offices of Prices, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Richardson, Henry Cameron, New Broad st, Printer. March IS at 10 
at offices of Patience, Gracechurch st 

Ridgway, William James, Ardwick, Manchester, Joiner. 
3 at offices of Sumner, Maraden st, Manchester 

Ridley, Thomas, and William Ridley, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Confection- 
ers, March 19 at 2 at offices otf Chartres and Co, Grainger st West, 
Neweastie-upon-Tyne 

Robson, John Renner, Bishop Auckland, Draper. March 18 at 2 at 
offices of Hunt and Co, Nicholas st, Portland st, Manchester. Proad, 
Bishop Auckland 

Royle, George, and William Andrews, King st, Cheapside, Faner Goods 
Manufacturers. March 244 at2 at the Chamber of Commerce, 145, 
Cheapside. Gething 

Schramm, George, Cleveland st, Mile End, Baker. March 15 at li at 
offices of Hicks, Vietoria park rd, South Hackney 

Shepherd, George, Ampleforth, York, Carte Dealer. Mareh 2! at 11 at 
the Crown Ion, Helmsley. Wilkinson, York 

Sherduin, Tom, Goole, York Draper, Mareh 20 at 3 at offices of Paase, 
Banka terrace, Goole. Hind, Goole 

Shrimpton, Herbert, New North rd, Hoxton, Irommonger. March 24 
at 2 at offices of Stacpoole and Son, Pioner’s Hall, Old Broad st 

Sinclair, Richard, Doncaster, Provieion Dealer. March 22 at 10.90 at 
offices of Gill and Hall, Frerch gate, Desoaster 

Smalicombe, George, Stokes Cro't, Bristol, out of Dusisess. March 15 
at '1 at offices of Parsons, Queen Victoria daildings, Hig’ st, Bristol. 
Ohifton, Bristol 

Smith, Kdward Charles, Birmingham, Plater, March 19 at 12 at offices 
of Ladbury, Newhall at, Birmingham 

S:with, John Elias, and Albert Howarth, Manchester, Merchants, March 
20 at 1t at the Guilddall Tavera, Gresham st. Davis, Qtessap 

Smith, Stephen, and sae his wife, North Shiekts, Oactitters, 
March 20 at 3 at offices of Fenwick, Savitle st, Norch Shields 

Smith, Walter, Salford, Lancaster, Glass Bottie Merchant. Maren 25 
at 8 at offices of Rvang, St George's chambers, Aldert 8g, Manchester 

Spencer, Jonathan, Mension, York, Licensed Viewaalier, March 19 at 3 
at offices of Ohrid, Manor sq, Oniey 

Stephenson, William, Manchester, Warehoutemen, March 18 at lat 
offices of Bates and Jelioorse, Marxet st, Maechester 

Stich, Alexander, Mark lane, Commission Merohant, Maret 20 at 3 at 
offfees ot Suffery and Huntley, Teoley at, Soatewark 

Strarford, Hugh otrarford, Wareer nd, Oau derwell New ni, Gentleman, 
Maroh 27 at 1 atthe Law Tvatitutinog, Chaneerpelane, Haghea, St 
Bonet's ao ewooohuren at 

iStreekert, Fredvig Lodwie, North Shiekts, ro ay Keeper. 
March 8) at 3 at offfees of Smith, Oxanten ar, No ren * 

Streeton, John, Siwood st, Rouverkiche New ead, eae of Seaver, Mared 
Qa wt 1) at the Artichoke Tavern, Newing oa Oauvewap, Southwark. 
BET n, Lowe Renntngton tans 


Mar 17 





March 2) at 
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, Richard Marlboroug! Barton, Thomas Clifford, Bridgenorth, Grocer. Mar 26 

ee puniers aia teas of Tiley, fest eg nting pan Gee Destenke Ss ys mend . Ab 3 at tie 
a —~- , Farmer, March 21 at 12 at | at the Shelley's Arms Hotel, Fishergate, Preston. Parry, Pat tae 
sanat, Thomas Ch emis re ook end Shes Man sieaninite. Cotwel,: Jive, Seetoanet Grocer. Mar 24 at3 at offices of Threttl, 

March 18 at 3 at offices of Phillips, Canon st, Aberdare Carr, Oharles, Bishopsgate st within, Commission Agent, April 2 
William Cond Wi Builders. at? 
Thornton is aa cs “ —~pn—~ sary, Wil, Buders at the ee Tavern, Masons’ avenue. Ashley and Ty, 


ton. 
ree, Winem 9 ei, Mareh 18 at 2 at offices of 
ge es Lent, Ha 


Towner, James, Northampton age hey Builder. Mar 27 at3 at 
offices of Holloway, Ball’s Pond rd. Cooper, Chancery lane 

Truscott, Thomas, Narberth, Pembroke, Watchmaker. Mar 18 at 3.30 
at the Wellington Hotel, Gloucester. Griffiths, Carmarthen 

Tulip, Robert, and William Tulip, Middlestone Moor, Darham, Provi- 
sion Dealers. Mar 20 at3 at offices of Maw, jan, Bishop Auckland 

Turner, William Henry, and Henry Wil Couzens Turner, Saint 
Mary Church, Devon, Upholsterers. Mar 18 at 11 at the Cannon st 
Hotel, on st. Hooper and Wollen, Torquay 

Vaughan, Edward Samuel, Folkestone, Tobacconist. 
the Guildhall Coffee house, London. Mowll, Dover 


Waddilove, Joshua Kelley, Kingston-upon-Hull, Clothier. Mar 19 at 
3 at offices of Priestman, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Walker, Richard, Stainburn, York, Farmer. Mar 18 at3 at offices of 
Brooke, Bond st, 

Wallwork, Robert, Newtown, Lancaster, Grocer. Mar 20 at 3 at offices 
of Stuart, King ‘st, Wigan 

Whalley, Richard, Ashton-upon-Lyne, Grocer. Mar 25 at 3 at the 
White Bear Hotel, Piccadilly, Manchester. Lord and Son, Ash ton- 


under-Lyne 

White, pus Samuel, Leicester, Haberdasher. Mar 21 at 2.30 at 
offices of Wright: and Hincks, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Wilki » Jobn, , Durham, Hatter. Mar 21 at 3 at offices 
of Maw, jun, Bishop Auckland 

Williams, Hugh, Bethesda, Carnarvon, Bootmaker. Mar 18 at 2 at the 
Liverpool Arms Hotel, Chester. Roverts, Bangor 

Williams, James, and Alfred William Bawm, Leicester, Boot and Shoe 
Manufacturers. March 24 at 2.30 at offices of Wright and Hincks, 
Belvoir st, Leicester 

Williamson, John, Manchester, Linendraper. March 19 at 4 at offices 
of Needham and Co, York st, Manchester 

Wills, Edward Distin, Hulme, Manchester, Printer’s Agent. March 19 
- i. at offices of Crowther and Clayton, Booth st, Cooper st, Man- 

ter 

Wiltshire, Francis, Bournemouth, Hants, Licensed Victualler. March 
18 at 2 at the Pembroke Hote!, Bournemouth. Trevanion, Poole 

Wood, Charles, Saltash, Cornwall, Auctioneer, March 18 at 11.30 at 
offices of Cieverton and Son, Princess place chambers, Plymouth 

Woods, Joseph, Oswaldtwistle, Lancaster, Tailor. March 21 at 3 at 
offices of Ballard, St James st, Accrington 

Young, James, Stroud, Gicucester, Merchant. March 2lat 3 at 
offices of Fisher, The Grange, near Strond 


ToesDay, Mar. 11, 1879, 


Adams, John, Burslem, Steff »rd, Surgeon. Mar 20 at 11 at offices of 
Juian, Queen's chambers, Liverpool rd, Burslem 

Armstrong, Robert, Cheetham, Manchester, Builder. Mar 24 at 3 at 
the Commercial Hotel, Brown st, Manchester. Duckworth, Man- 
chester 

Asten, James, Dewsbury, Printer. Mar 24 at 3 at offices of Stapleton, 
Onion st, Dewsbury 

Atkinson, Isaac Hollingworth, Otley, York, Confectioner. Mar 21 at 
2.30 at ‘offices of ger Market pl, Otley 

Barnes, Jobn, Sowerby bridge, Halifax, Nuisance Inspector, Mar 24 
-at I] <t offices of Encodes, Horton st, Halifax 

Batchelor, Samuel, Luton, Artesian Well Engineer. Mar 22 at 11 at 
cffiees of Norman, Ordnance terrace, 

Beak, John, Kingswood, ye Licensed Victualler. Mar 21 at 
12 at offices of \Benson and Carpenter, Bank chambers, Corn st, 

«tel 

Bear, James, Higham, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. Mar 25 at 
3 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathed Cathedral yard, yard, Manchester, Leigh, Man- 
chester 


Mar 26 at 12 at 





Eecaumort, William, Akroydon, oo Cotton Spinners. Mar 24 at 
Bennett, John, Kidderminster, Tailor. Mar 20 at 3,30 at offices of 
Miller and Co, Chureh st, Kidderminster 
Mow Inn, Droyisden. Pailan 
Beat, Kerjamin, Organtord, Dorset, +” Mar 25 at 3 at offices 
Best, Thomas Serase, Bradford, Anctionecr. Mar 21 at 11 at offices of 
Taylor and Co, Piccadilly, ford 
is, 
Bishop, Troms, Pe note t Fishes rf. Stee 25 at 11 at offices of 
Lene, Thomas Ny OY Mar 21 at 3 at 
Koorne, Wit ton, Virmingham, Tailor. Mar 21 a3 aelew of Jaques, 
Cherry st, fartaingham 
Queen #, WAverhamgton 
Brew, Join Archer, Chemist, Mar 2% at 3 at offices of 


2 at offices of Jubb, Harrison rd, Halifax 
Lancashire, Brewer. Mar 21 at 3 at the Barley 
of Alan vdge and Asdridge, King st, P 
Bishop, Charles, Almeric ", Eaves Clerk. Mar 24 at3 at 
AMices A f Hares a 
Seariett and Battbery, Tindal > pon Che! 
Others of Overell and Son, Was Warwick st, Leamington 
Bowen, Wiliam, Pisum, Coal Dealer. Mar 2% at 3 at offices of Rhodes, 
brighton, 
Banks, Cokkman st. Nye, Brighton 


Erightran, Hemry Anson, acd Thomas tn, Hew, T yne, 
ty browers, et ft 5. Ge Cae 6 Hotel, a wt. 

Bierney, Serjeant’ inn, Viet st 

Evitten, temas nOthas, 


, Draper. Mar 5 at 2 at offices of Down- 
9, Virkenhead, Bleakiey, Birkenhead 

low, wr cores Newton oe ne Schommanter., April 2 at 12 at offices 

Bort Withee, shoretiteh, Looking Glass erp 


Mar 14 at 4 at offices AM. Shoreditch High t. Moon ana 
as nt, igh» mn and Ularke 


Clarke, Thomas, jun, Witne Oxford, Ironmonger. Mar 
the ex Hota. Che ( dened Norton. Kilby and Maes, ta Wat 


orton 
ep Enoch, Armshead, Stafford, Farmer. Mar 24 at lat Offices 
Ashmall, Albion st, Hunley 
cols, Thomas, Oulton, Stafford, Flint Grinder. Pg 19 at 11,30 at 
North Western Hotel, Stafford. Booth, Tuns 
mod Thatcham, Berks, Coal Dealer. ie "24 at 3 at the 
_— Hart art Hotel, Newbury. Belcher, Newbar: 
d, Robert, Amble, Northumberland, Plumber. Mar 27 at Mat 
offices of Tate, St Michael’s lane, Alnwick 
Courtney, Robert Lynham, Westbromwich, Auctioneer. Mar 29 at 
10.30 at offices of Rankin, High st, Westbromwich 
Critchley, James, Birmingham, Hosier. Mar 24 at 3 at offices of John. 
son and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Critchlow, George be one Bath, »  Onmgesiter, Mar 17 at 12 at offices. 
of Cruttwell, Harington pl, Bath 
Croft, Lucy, Derby, General Draper. Mar 31 at 3 at offices Of Close, 
Corn Market, Derby 
Cross, Joseph, Whitehaven, Umbrella Maker. Mar 21 at 12 at offices 
of Atter, New Lowther st, Whitehaven 
Dann, William, Sussex terrace, den town, Grocer. Mar 18 at 2 at 
1 rw terrace, King’s rd, Camden town. Harrison, High st, 
arylebone 
Davies, bay Stockton-on-Tees, Hotel Keeper. Mar 27 at 3 at 
offices of Bell, Church st west, Hartlepoo! 
Davis, John, Roman rd, Old Ford, Window Blind Manufacturer, Mer 
22 at 12 at offices of Hawkins, New Broad st 
Denner, Robert, Bridgewater, General Merchant. Mar 25 at 12 at the 
Clarence Hotel, Bridgewater. Reed and Cook, Bridgewater 
Dixon, Henry Herbert, Oldbury, Wercester, Coal Merchant. Mar 24 
at 11 at offices of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
Dyer, John Ambrose, Falmouth, Nurseryman. Mar 20 at 12 at offices 
Rage Lane, Church st, Falmouth 
William Newcastle-under-Lyme, Tobacconist. Mar 20 at 3 at 
ve of Grifth, Lad lane, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Edwards, Isaac, Chirk, Denbigh, Farmer. Mar 27 at 2 at the Guildhall, 
Oswestry. Davies, Oswestry 
Edwards, William Herbert, Chapel Ash, Wolverhampton, Chemist, 
Mar 29 at 11 at offices of Prior, Darlington st, Wolverhampton 
Egan, James Francis, Willenhall, Beerhouse Keeper. Mar 27 at 11 at. 
offices of Tildesley, Walsall st, Willenhall 
Ellis, Samuel, Malden rd, Haverstock gl Cab Proprietor, Mar 19 at 
4 at offices of Kisch, Argyle pl, Regent st 
Emery, William, Nottingham, Farmer. Mar 24 at 11 at offeesof 
Stevenson, Weekday cross, Nottingham 
Faulkner, William, Ogley Hay, Stafford, Licensed Victualler, Mar 2¢ 
at 1! at offices of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 
Fletcher, Thomas Henry, Warwick st, Pimlico, Traveller. Mar 19 at 
11 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st, St Aubyo, 
Lombard st 
Francis, Edward, Warwick rd, Kersington, Builder. Mar 25 at 12 at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Halse and Co, Cheapside 
Furber, Charles, jun, and Harry Dannan, Regent st, Auctioneers. Mar 
20 at 3 at offices of Chidley, Old Jewry 
Fynn, Elijah, Crewe, Sugar Boiler. Mar19 at 11 at the Adelphi Hotel, 
Crewe. Pointon, Crewe 
Gaskill, William, Southport, Smallware Dealer. Mar 24 
ad — and Bolland, South John st, Liverpool. Walton and Smith, 
yuthpo: 
Goldin ng Pevilliam, Sale, Cheshire, Manager. Mar 27 at 3 at the Mitre 
Hot Cathedral gates, Manchester. Marlow, Manchester 
Goodman, Julius, Manchester, Jeweller. Mar 20 at 2 at offices of 
Sampson, South King st, Manchester 
Grant, MAbert, Cannon st, late Managing Di:ector of a Public Com any 
and Maurice Grant, Threadneedle st, Financial Agent, Mar 
at offices of Price and Co, Gresham st. Michael and Co, Oi 
Giloo, Richsra, Tunstall, Boerseller. Mar 24 at 3 at offices of Alcock, 
Market st, ‘Tunstall 
Griffin, Daniel, Richmond, Brush Beate. Mar 31 at 3 at offices of 
Crouch and Bpencer, Queen Victo; 
Gruby, Joseph, Lambeth walk, Clothier, Mar 25 at 3.30 at offices of 
Foord, Pinners’ Hall, Old Broad st 
Hale: ape pe and Henry Haley, Bradford, Painters. Mar 25 at 3 at 
ofthces of B r, Commercial Bank buildings, Bradford 
Hanson, wittiem Henry, Batley, York, Insurance Agent, Mar 21 at 
10 at offices of Wooler, Exchange buildings, Batley 
Harris, Joseph, Bandling, nr Maidstone, Farmer. Mar 24 at 2 at the 
Bell Hotel, Week st, Maidstone, Field, Furnival’s inn 
Hewitt, Elizabeth, Boston, Lincoln, Saddicr, Mar 20 at 12,30 at offices 
git npees, Emer re waa Innkeeper. Mar 20 at 12 at offices of 
eycock, Bethuel, Pontypr’ nn! or a 
Ronee High #, Pontypridd 


— ry Beeston, Nottingham, Builder, Mar 26 at 11 at offices 
ot B avement, Nottingham 
Hill, Brreteora't iliam Rowland, High et, Wandsworth, Draper. Mar 


20 at 2 at offices of Josolyne and Co, King st, Cheapside, Sturt 

Hill, Thomas Gearborongh bn Dealer. Mer rr at 3 at offices f 

Crowther, » emeiee row, ough 

mate, ser, SY ty hea, ¢ chat ro, fo Salt Proprietor. Mar 27 at 3 
Manchester. Taylor and 

tcheock, Geor, 


AY g%, Lan wie oo Mar 24 a: 4 at offices of 
Whitehall, Union at, Portes 


Jamon, Henan, Gloucester, Farmer, Mar 31 at 3 at offices of 

p Oe 6 et, Gloneoster 
ay | By iliam, Canterbury, Musle Soller, Mar 24 at 3 at the 
Guildhal| Tavern, Gresham st, Sankey and Co, Fiint 


CF 








at 2 at offices . 
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a 
Samuel, Bradford, Machine Dealer. Mar 19 at ill at offices 
of Rawson and Co, Piccadilly, Bradford 
Holland, Edwin, Pensnett, nr Dudley, Cowkeeper. Mar 21 at 11 at 
offices of Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 
Holloway, Samuel, Poole. Mar 21 at 3 at offices of Travers, King st, 


, John, Nottingham, Carter. Mar 24 at 12 af offices of Clifton, 
§t Peter’s chambers, Notting’ 
ins, Edwin Dando, Lianfoist, Mon, Farmer. Mar 22 at 3 at offices 
of Browne, Brynmawr, Breconshire 
Howard, Enoch, jun, Wolverhampton, Dealer in G' Mar 21 at 12 
at offices of Stirk, North st, Wolverhampton 
Tlingworth, Thomas, Bradford, Bolt Maker. Mar 19 at 11 at offices of 
Rhodes, Kirkgate, Bradford 
Ind, Thomas, Oz'eworth, Gloucester, Farmer. Mar 24 at 11 at offices 
of Vizard and Co, Dursley 
James, Benjamin, Newport, Mon, Grocer. Mar 22 at 1 at offices of 
Tribe and Co, High st, Newport. Gibbs and Llewellyn, Newport 
Lewis, William, Walsall, Beerhouse Keeper. Mar 22 at 11 at offices of 
Fellows, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 
Johnson, Eleazer, Liverpool, Ale Merchant. Mar 26 at 2 at offices of 
Morris and Jones, Harrington st, Liverpool 
Jones, Daniel, and Rees Jones, Tregaron, Cardigan, Drapers. Mar 3 
at 2 at offices of Lloyd, High st, Lampeter d 
Kendal, John Hinton, Gateshead, Glass Bottle Manufacturer. Mar 24 
at 2 at offices of Pybus, Dean st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
King, James, Gorleston, Suffolk, Licensed Victualler. Mar 29 at 12.30 
at offices of Dowsett, Hall Quay chambers, Gt Yarmouth 
Kirkness, Jacob Hunter, and Sidney Leman Scholding, Bartholomew 
close, Costume Manufacturers. April 2 at offices of Goldring and 
Jukes, Southampton st, Bloomsbury sq 
Kitchin, George, Leeds, Drysalter. Mar 21 at 3 at offices of Raper, 
East parade, Leeds 
Knight, Ambrose, Kingswinford, Stafford, Licensed Victnaller. Mar 
21 at 11 at offices of Whitehouze, Castle st, Dudley 
Iasser, Jens, Gateshead, Cattle Sal Mar 27 at 3 at offices of 
Dix, Wellington chambers, Gateshead 
lee, John, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Bookbinder. Mar 24 at 3 at offices 
of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Lees, William Graham, and James Lees, Nottingham, Engineers. 
Mar 25 at 11 at the Assembly Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. 





Martin 

Legge, Thomas Whorlow, Gray’s inn rd, Licensed Victualler. Mar 19 
at3at offices of Brown and Co, Queen st, Cheapside. Barnett, 
Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st 

Macdonald, John, Birmingham, Builder, Mar 25 at 12 at offices of 
Smith, Ann st, Birmingham 

Mager, Charles, Manchester, Licensed Victualler. Mar 2t at 11 at 
offices of Rowley and Co, Clarence buildings, Booth st, Manchester 

Main, Richard, Longhborough, Leicester, Cowkeeper. Mar 21 at 11 at 
offices of Bartlett, Loughborough 

Markham, George, Moulton Marsh, Lincoln, Farmer. Mar 26 at 1 at 
the White Hart Hotel, Spalding, Calthrop, Spalding 

Marks, Edward, Liverpool, Tailor. Mar 2l at l2 at offices of Fildes, 
Exchange st East, Liverpool 

Marsland, Henry, Upper Fore st, Ed ton, Iro - Mar 26 at 
3 at offices of Saffery and Co, Old Jewry chambers. Keene and Mars- 
land, Mark lane 

McEwen, John, Moss Side, Manchester, Surgeon. Mar 27 at 3 at offices 
of Nuttall and Sor, John Dalton st, Manchester 
Laughlan, Thomas, Leeds, Beerhouse keeper. Mar 2t at 3 at offices 
of Gemmell, Albion st, Leeds. Watson, Leeds 

Mee, William Henry, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Mar 21 at3 
at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Metcalfe, Charles, Stockton-or-Tees, Shosmaker. Mar 22 at 2.30 at 
the Bell Hotel, Leicester. Draper, Stockton-on-Tees 

Mills, Mark, Kettering, Northampton, Grocer. Mar 24 at 2at offices of 
Toller, Montagu st, Kettering 

Minoggio, Louis Jules Antonie, Charles st, Middlesex Hospital, Gold- 
smith. Mar 21 at 4 at offices of Chaplin and Wells, Wells st, Oxford 





st. Lewis, Weymouth st, Portland place 

Mobbs, Edward, Chariton-by-Newbottle, Northampton, out of busi- 
ness, March 26 at 2 at the Unicorn Hotel, Deddington. Kinoh 

Monk, Georga, Copenhagen st, Islington, Grocer. Mar 18 at 3 at ofices 
of Wetherfield, Queen st, Cheapside 

, Renee, Pancras rd, Naturalist. Mur 18 at 2 at offices of Philp, 

albroo! 

Morris, Robert, Manchester, Fustians Manufacturer, Mar 25 at 3 at 
offices of Lambert, Princess st, Manchester 

Morrison, George William, Bournemouth, Draper. Mar 21 at 1 at the 
Inns of Court Hotel, High Holborn, Trevannion, Poole 
oses, Henson, Wolverhampton, Chomist, Mar 22 at 11 at offices of 
Rudland, Queen at, Wolverhampton 

Murray, Adam Keir, Liverpool, Wholesale Stationor. Mar 31 at3 at 
offices of Rogers, Lord st, ag Qailliam, Liverpool 

Nowel!, Thomas Holt, Bradford, ork, Linen Draper, Mar 19 at 10,30 
at offices of Cox, Bridge at, Bradford 

Newman, James Thaddeus, Bristol, Ship Carpontor. Mar 24 at 2 at 
offices of Sibly, Exchange Weat 

Nicklin, Francis, Stone, Stafford, Plumber, Mar 31 at 1 at the Junction 
Hotel, Stafford, Barnes and Russell, Lichfield 

Nixon, Thomas, Stoke-upon-Trent, Boot Maker, Mar 21 at 11 at the 
Copeland Arms Hotel, Stoke-upon-Tront, Bagnall, Stoke-upon- 


nt 
Norfolk, Wiliam, Doulton, Nottingham, Farmer. Mar 21 at 11 at 
offices of Marsha!l, Chapel gato, Kast Retford 
Oldham, John, Grauge-ov nds, Lancashire, Joiner, Mar 21 at 
12,80 at the Crown Hotel, Grange-over-Sands, Poarson, Ulverston 
Owen, John, Walsall, Stafford, Coal Dealor, Mar ¥2at 10,15 at offices 
of Kast, Temple st, Birmingham 
Paley, William, Baildon, York, Drysalter. 
Singleton, Booth, Bradford 
» Amolia, Bocclos, Suffolk, Grocer, Mar 28 at 3 at offlocs of 
Dowsett, Hal x onto, Great Yarmouth 
, Bdmund, th rd, Somerset, Beer Retailer, Mar 20 at 11 at the 
Patten, Witten’ yon ator, On Mar 27 at It at off 
’ am ern, Ox strator, Mar 27 at ll at offces 
of Crosby, Bridge at, Banbury ' 


Mar 24 at ll ab offces of 





Pensnett, Stafford, Labourer. ‘Mar 18 at 1! at offices of 


igh st, Brierley hill 
Peel, Alfred, Bradford, York, Contractor. Mar 24 at !1 at offices of 
Rawson and Co, Piccadilly, ford 
Platt, John, and Samuel Datton, Weaverham, Cheshire, Farmers. 
Mar 26 at 11 at offices of Fletcher, Northwich 
Powers, Thomas, Hinckley, Leicester, Carpenter. Mar 26 at 2 at 
offices of Harvey, Miilstone lane, Leicester. Preston, Hinckley 
Pratt, Frederic George, Rbyl, Flint, Schoolmaster. Mar 22 at 3 at the 
Albion Hotel, Bodfor st, Rhyl. Roberts, Rhyl 
Price, Joseph, Holly Hall, Dudley, Iankeeper. Mar 24 at 11 at offices: 
of Wal!, Union bers, High st, Stourbridge 
Pringle, John Crester, Liverpool, Woolstapler. Mar 24 at 2 at offices 
of Norris and Sons, Union court, Castle st, Liverpool 
Pullein, Harry Edmund, Batley, York, Yeast Merchant. Mar 21 at 3 
at the Commercial Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Wooler, Batley 
Pullin, Rev Alfred Trask, Netherton, nr Wakefield. Mar 24 at 11 at. 
Offices of Lake, Southgate, Wakefield 
Reen, Sarah, Kennington rd, Grocer. Mar 26at3 at offices of Wild 
and Co, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 
Rigley, George, Ilkeston, Derby, Butcher, Mar 24 at \% st sfices of 
Stevenson, Weekday-cross, Nottingham 
Roberts, Henry, Old st, St Lukes, Tobacconist. Mar 20 at 3 at offices 
of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Robson, Ralph, Rotherhithe, Surrey, Tobacconist. Mar 3] at 2 at offices 
of Downing, Basinghall st 
ogerson, James William, Hulme, Lancashire, Skip Manufacturer. 
Mar 28 at 3 at offices of Peacock and Gracie, Cro+s st, Manchester 
Rout, Charles, Shelfanger, Norfolk, Innkeeper. April 2 at 1 at the 
King’s Head Inn, Diss. Pollard, Ipswich 
Routledge, Mary, Coniston, Lancashire. April3 at 1 at the Coniston 
Hall, Coniston. Moser and Sons, Kendal 
Sackileld, John, Salford, Lancashire, Boot Dealer. Mar 27 at 3 at offices 
of Casper, Bragennose st, Manchester 
Sharp, Thomas, South Shields, Innkeeper. Mar 21 at 3 at offices of 
Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcastle-upon-T yne 
Shaw, Robert Henry, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Mar24 at 3 at 
offices of Wright, Gallowtree gate, Leicester 
Shrimpton, George, Oxford, Bookseller. Mar 27 at 12 at the Liberal 
Hall, New Inn Hall st, Oxford. Bickerton, Ox‘ord 
Shute, Thomas, Dudley, Licensed Victualler, Mar 22at11 at offices 
of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
Smith, James, Nantgarw, Glamorgan, Beerhouse keeper. Mar 25 ati2 
at offices of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 
Snelson, Richard, Woodside, Ashton, nr Chester, Farmer. Mar 24 at 
at 3 at offices of Walker and Smith, Abbey Gateway, Northgate st 
Thomas, Daniel, Tonypandy, Glamorgan, Grocer. Mar 24 at 3 at offices 
of Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 
Thompson, John, Hanging Heaton, nr Dewsbury, Carrier. Mar 23 at 
10.30 at offices of Ridgway and Ridgwar, Union st, Dewsbury 
Tindall, Thomas, Tadcaster, York, Butcher. Mar 26 at 1 at offices of 
Wilkinson, St Helen’s sq, York 
Tomalin, Tom Gutteridge, Leagrave, Bedford, Baker. Mari8 at 1 at 
offices of Ager, Barnard's inn, dlolborn 
Touzon, Joseph, and Kugene Meise Silvevra, Frith st, Soho sq, Jewel- 
lers. Mar 19 at 2 at offices of Winkworth, Oxford st, Regent circus 
Tricker, George William, Wimbledon, Sarrey, Horticultural Sundries- 
man. Mar 26 at 10 at offices of White, Chancery lane 
Truscott, Leycester John, Aberystwith, Cardigan, Watchmaker. Mar 
19 at 11 at offices of Evans, Chalybeate terrace, Aberystwith 
Turvey, Henry, Reading, Carpenter. Mar 24 at ll at offices of Dodd, 
Friar st, Reading 
Twicg, George Henry, Dronfield, Derby, Grocer, Mar 26 at 1 at 
offices of Wightman, Change alley, Sheffield 
Wagner, Henry, Manchester, Pork Butcher. Mar 27 at 11 at offices of 
Hargreaves, Tib lane, Manchester 
Mar 21 at Il at oficas of 


Payne, Phili 
Addison, 





Walker, Henry, Bingley, York, Joiner. 
Terry and Robinson, Mirket st, Bradford. Weatherhead, jun 

Wallis, William Wightman, Swanwick, Derby, Miller. War x7 at 3 at 
the Bell Hotel, Sadler gate, Derby. Cockayne, Nottingham 

Watters, Charles Hatton, Stroud, Gloncester, Miller, Mar 22 at 11 at 
the Queen’s Hote!, Newport. Jackson, Stroud 

Warhurat, James Bradshaw, Heaton Chapel, Lancashira, out of busi- 
ness, Mar 25 at 3 at offices of Marlow, Cross st, Manchester 

Warne, Thomas, Whetstone park, Lincoin’s inn fields, Builder, Mar 
26 at 2 at the Law Institate, Chancery lane. Smith, Staple nn 

Watson, Peter, Nantwich, Cheshire, Ironmonger, Mar ¥5 at ll at the 
Royal Hotel, Crewe. Fietoher, Northwich 

Webster, Joveph, Middlesborough, Tailor, Mar 22atl0 at offices of 
Ward, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Webster, William, Canary Hil Pottery, Durham, Earthenware 
Manufacturer, Mar 21 at 11 at offices of Patrick, jun, Newgate st 
Bishop Auckland 

Worsley, John, Bradford, York, Umbrella Manufacturer, Mar 26 at 3 
at offices of Pyke and Minchin, Newgate st 

Westgarth, George, Black Hill, Darham, Builder, Mar 21 at Il at 
offices of Welford, Middle st, Consett 

Whewell, William Edmund, Wowdsley, Stafford, Chemist. M ar 2) at 3 
at offices of Homfray and Holberton, High 3:, Brierley hill 

White, George, Lower Broughton, Manchester, Joiner, Mar 27 at 12 
at offices of Rideal, Brazzennove st, Manchester 

White, Leah, Wiveliscombde, Somerset, out of business, Mar 29 at 2 at 
offions of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 

White, William, Culmatock, Devon, Yeoman. Mar 31 at 11 at Wiktoa’s 
Half Moon Inn, Wellington, Davie, Wellington 

Williams, Jamoa, and Alfred William Bawm, Leicester, Boot Mawe- 
facturera, Mar 24 at 3.30 at offfves of Wright and Nimoka, Belroir 
at, Leicoater 

Williame, John, Southholme, Deron, Farmer, Mar 2¢at Il at offices 

Mar 24 at 1 


of Ricoard and Son, Charchyant, Routh Moutton 
Williams, Sarah, Bast Meling, Kent, of no cccapation, 
at Offices of Stenning, Harl st, Maitetone 
Willtcomde, Clapton Stanford, Pembrkyge wiles, Weatdoarne grove, 
Livery Stable Keeper, 


bur: 
Woot, Alfred, Kirkburton, Yor®, Draper, Mar22 at 11 at offces of 
Bykes and Son, Lord at, Mudderate 


Mar 27 at 3 at offices of Montgu, Bucklere- 
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‘Woolard, Josiab, Upper Tooting, Surrey, Corn Merchant. Mar 24at1 
at offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 


SCHWEITZER'S a@COCOATINA, 


nti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. — 

Gnaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. i , 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 

keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
“THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c,, and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
—— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 

jited. 
In tin packets at 1s. 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 

(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free. which 
explains the only perfectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 50N 
ROBE MAKERS 

















BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &e. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, XC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


J gg cnt t promptly Advanced on Personal Security, 
Bills Sale, Freeholds, Leaseholds, Stocks, Shares, Bonds, 
Life Interests, Annuities, Reversions, or other security, repayable by 
instalments. No preliminary fees.—REAL and PERSONAL ADVANCE 
COMPANY (Limited). Established 1856. 3, Tavistock-street, Covent- 
garden.—J. Woo.uett, Secretary. 


ORTGAGES.—£80,000 for immediate Invest- 

ment, on sums of £500 and upwards, to be advanced on Free- 

holds, Leasebolds, Absolute and Contingent Reversions— Five per Cent. 

interest ; on Landed Estates Four per Cent.—Apply to Messrs. Jamzs 
Beat & Son, 20, Regent-street, Waterlco-place. 


ONEY. — LONDON and WESTMINSTER 

LOAN and DISCOUNT COMPANY (Limited).—ADVANCES 

made without fees in sums of £10 to £500 on Personal Security, 

Deeds, Furniture, Bills of Sale, Foreign Stocks, Reversions, 

and Life Policies. Prospectuses gratis, or sent on application, Offices, 
62, St. Martin’s-lane, London, W.C. CHARLES LS, Secretary 


AW PRACTICE for SALE.—In consequence of 

the recent death of a Soliciter, a Practice in the Eastern Coun- 

ties, which has been carried on for 25 years. The books may be in- 
cine, further particulars apply to E. M, Brxox, Esq., Solicitor, 











. 








AW.—A Solicitor, aged 23, lately articled to a 
large firm in the country, desires a Conveyancing Clerkship, 
either with or without a view to ultimate partnership by purchase, 
ed £100,—Z, D., Faulkener’s E stcbushment, Ludgate-hill Station, 





AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Auzenr Sr. Pavt 


(M.A.Oxm), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for theirPreliminary, 
Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in class. 
Resident pupils recetved.—Address, 11, Staple-inn, F 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Preparation for Pre- 
liminary, Intermediate, ¥inal Solicitors’—London Universit 

Arts and Law Degrees—either by class, private lesson, or corre “ 
ence —H, J. Bowns, 4, Mone-bui'dings, Lincoln’s-inn, W.0, 








| i CORPORATION OONSOLIDATED 
: FOUR PEX CENT. DEBENTURE STOCK.—Applicstions are 
invited for investment im the above security.—Voll particulars may be 
Ottained from Mevers. Vaepenicn Bansuay & Sons, - 
iane, London ; or Mr. Wu, Deaxy, Borough Accountant, Leeds. 


22, CHANCERY-LANE, LONDON, 
Law Stationers, 
Printers, and Publishers of Law 


Forms, 
Have all the new Forms required by the Judicature Acts, 
ALSO A GREAT VARIETY OF 
BANKRUPTCY, PROBATE, and 
CONVEYANCING, GENERAL FORMS, 
Where 100 copies of any form oxdered, the solicitor’s name, address, 
&c., inserted without extra charge. 
Statements, Affidavits, &c., printed in correct style with expedition 
and accuracy. 





—_ 


STANDI" £ royal 8vo, price 12s. 64. 

OCUS STANDI REPORTS.—Cases decided 

B. 4 the Court of Referees during the Session of 1878. By F. C 

FORD and A. G. RICKARDS, Esqs., Barristers-at-Law, 1879, 
Burrerwortus & Co., Fleet-street. 


Now ready, price ts. INTE free Is, 8d. 

UPPLEMENT to ‘‘ THEINTERMEDIATE LAW 
EXAMINATION MADE EASY.”—Being a complete guide to 

self preparation in Smith’s Contracts and Williams’ Law of Personal 
Property, containing (inter alia) a course of reading, explanation of 
difficult points, a translation of Latin maxims, and test peewee of ques 
tions. By ALBERT GIBSON, Solicitor, 35, Southampton-buildings,— 
Published by Rexves & Turwer, 100, Chaneery-lane. 

The Author’s last fortnight’s Classes, for the Easter, Interm 

and Final, commence on Tuesday, April 8th.—Terms on application, 








Just published, 8vo, price 5s, 
HE EFFECTS of MARRIAGE on PROPERTY 
and on the WIFE’S LEGAL CAPACITY. By COURTNEY 
STANHOPE KENNY, LL.M., of Lincoln’s-inn, Fellow and Law Lec 
turer of Downing College. 





Just published, Ninth Edition, 21s. 
OURT HAND RESTORED; or, The Student’s 
Assistant in Reading Deeds, Charters, Records, &c. By 
ANDREW WRIGHT. Ninth Edition. Corrected and Enlarged by 
F.C. MARTIN, B.A., of H.M.’s Record Office, 
Rerves & Turner, 100, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


ROFESSIONAL or PRIVATE RESIDENCE, 
—To be LET at once, on lease, 58, Great Russell-street, facing 

the British Museum, also premises in the rear, if required, 
by covered way or from Gilbert-street, all newly decorated, &c, Gas 





required.—Apply next door (No. 57) to Mr. G. H. Jonus, Surgeon 
Dentist. 


O SOLICITORS and Others.—Re GEORGE RIX 
SPOONER, deceased.—Any Solicitor, or other person, having 
prepared or having a will of the deceased is requested to give informa- 
tion thereof to Messrs. Ashurst, Morris, Crisp, & Co., Solicitors, 6, 
Old Jewry, London, E.C. 


O SOLICITORS and Others.—Three capital Floors 


to be Let, 5, Foster-lane, Cheapside. Rent £160, No taxes,— 
Apply on premises, 


iPass AGRA BANK (LIMITED 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shanghai, Hong Kong, 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At5b 2 cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon, 

Bix1s issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection, 

Sates ann Puncuasvys effected in British and fore petaetsaen: | in 
= India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same 
taken. 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized, 
Every other description of banking business and money agency. 
British and Indian transacted. J. THO. 











LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 

No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET, 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the 1 Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma n , &e., and hereby solicits their continued 
sapport.—-N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and thestrictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 

ment and file of ‘ London Gaztte” kent, By avnointment. 


ESSKS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, inclnding 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and shooting 
rs, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House thins oy 
Nvestmentes ofeneniiy. is published on the first day of month, 
and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Oheapaide, B.C. 
or will be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Partioulars for inser~ 
tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 











fittings and other valuable fixtures included in the rent. No premiam . 
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